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^ foRJ -*fewu| TTRNt, WlttoN ytoT to tot ^ toflto tot toft togHRI WI Wt 

0?tottot) ^ 5M gm atoR toto £ i 


2. WitW ^ tor $ % RSJcto cfc to^FT R? fcW tot TRRT ^to RTcM 

c^r ^ ^ TR8T STRJcT tot Tt ^ tototto to 3RT RrB yRlRdlto £ WfctfrM eft TTM Wf4Vcf 
£ tor to totfto to £ i g*tottor ^ wft to ft RTto tR 29 tow, 1999 to totfto 
aroftt fterm ft ftor ton err to ^tret argtom ton en 1 


3 wr ft im yto to to to ft to 31 to toi fttofto toT err afR amort 

fttocm torto to w $ 1 ^rtr 4 totom toto to gm*tofft rr Hmft gij to mto ^ to 
w* tor to amft to tot ft to fttofto to ftom tut ti^rit, wr ft cto ton f, to m to ft 

gSTttofft Cf5t TT? ^ ^RtR fto 24 BfrPfRT tcKft ft | ?Ttfoft, WI SRI RORT ft 25 »tol?f ft ftftto 

cur iRciRi tour w ft i Rth ’1 ~w toRJcito tour ft to fftfto toftoftr ft mr-mr Trito 3 rtre 
ui^rt ftto toaftrto) to toc£?[Rrcn to gyiftt trri mem mr yriiow ^ trjt £ to fftgct 
ytot rnfft fttom witor, tom 3fh? ^rrh ft mrem *R>tm to tomr ire rtei snt to tot tot 
atftm toRTHRH* tot ft mpm toftm gEtof to ew ft Eg tot rwt Rrigm i 


4. 


tot ft xmtotot gm ytoto gfe crt yftoici tot to eei ft :- 

(i) eftiMmfm to toto (to toRT 9 - 25 JjfcTCRT 

mi totto toci) 

(ii) mtFv tot to 3Rp?m (to tom 9-25 «f?md 
to 

(iii) ton wrmcT 


^HcIM 2500ufct tog to 

totmrnr eooo/~^mg yfct tog 
ttri gcmgw atMR ^ 1 
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(iv) 

toamjer n? w?jaw 

- 26 toiwn 


(v) 

town? aft? togrrw 

- 100 totom 


(vi) 

ieto to to 

- 100 wtcivm 


(vii) 

wtofewr ?r%w ?tow fto?rw w? 

- 100 wfcwm 

5. 


ftoton to arg?n?, ^ntotoit w n?nw ftotow wdtew/ntownto to uteftofcr 


fiwit to towfom tor nw *jt i ?m?t mm to tot ?ito ■$ iti it M # ;- 


%ynq gf>to ?ro 

(i) tot w?wt aft? to 5 T?n tot wtmw to? ton tour to tor tot arm www 

Wit to H^frf to v^RT W tf Hcjfttn tot Weft, wjffto 1994 it 1998 cfW to effto 

«rtot it to to ton? wftor to tot to w?w ton wit torftor to nw «n i 
wrww wit to into mjfto i wf tjm ^ ^ t ate ^ ato to tot 3 
tot toft i 

(ii) wnw wit n? tn^jew i 25 yftori to wit toto<f> t 1 toct ?teim if 

to <g® wit n? ErRngstP wit ar£r^ «jt to? w ^ to wit w 4 

to to w?i to ?ww toVr sm ytor to to tot toto/towr toft wto 
nwto n? ^ ato to «r$ wjm 1 

(iii) towrrew it i tow ww anpfan farter to ?to tot £ 1 to tom 
umiwcf ijtojw-i tow wj it 100 tomn to tow nw toftm wr wtofto 
tof£ 1 

(iv) icfi toNcR to feiTj 100 torwcT to tow ctw ffiz wt writ tier tot $, toffto 

ato/toww to ?cto-^>cto w ^r to wit w arfto«m to m 
wwri 

(v) anpfto torn ftow 26.42 tomci w atofr to tow $ 1 arm f&r? to tot 

t, wtoto tottot£ 1 fttto totom A to w w? i 100 uttor to 

to to to i to wit w to ^ww w? to 100 TTftoT to tow nw atR 
tom ww WTtoftor to t i 

(vi) ftofa totom? w? w ^to wn to anw? n? tote w ttorrw <t^cf wi to 
town tte^ ^ -)q ?jt -gto *wt to to to awftr i totoefa tto? wte to 
^nwtWT t to? m?nfaw wr wrtow to tew wwjwfiw mn? wrcj wj 1 
tow wnto to totowwm^n a^s fait to f^tn to it w? to nwto w ^gwrw wm 

^ nfa ^itof w? to arf?H fan writ fstw ^jtrtt % to? arrmto w? to aton 
i wit to PWito to writ % t 
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musm 




(i) 1 wrt 4-5 1 fax? -hrhj wit TOtft wterm 

ftR^RXR^T I 1^5, 3T4 Mef^F WT x£fT $, fttfet 

l£ ^ 1> ^lTR WTRT wit if % afR ?WxT rWT 3RT X3?fpft £ WRT 

3n^ ^ if PF3T it afa cfntt 1 ?rr£r 3M $ foftFH VNt <£ atrpfa 
xprafixM ^ fen? arfire> ft wi ft^ft I 

(ii) uwfo wr ^raSt cPft §f Tjtft xr arm w<t w^tr ^rtft t afa ?iwm gtaiit 
1 ftWT 1 feP? EH vgei'ff ^RTT $. *T? 3TRPW fc % ?*T W if WTR xr 
arfcfftER 1m plM ^ ws Wi ^ UmPTTcT XSff TTWT % f^R# P^tJTPRWT 
Wit 3>t W ate ^ff W1 ft ^ viWl^l ^ WIT ft gpft 3TT TOnf) %. f^RRt 
XRH 1 TFSTR xr ^ftpft WRTRa> TPM tiwt f I 


(iii) xte witrj wit xrtf tou ^pf 1 iww % *$f*r f^cRtt cfc wm 

fteiw ?jo<s ft ffe ?n?f 1 ^ §xj ^j> ffo ^ jrxM ft xpn£ 

*!■$ #RT XR wit <FW£[ WNt it ^ ^ fW ^RI#/WR?H WTcff if 
Wtft, f\iRf& 3RJ W^?l4/Wff[ ftwtf #t xgfxtf W^fr S“ptt | 


HKtfci tftmqpfl ?m (an 


liKUd' 


(i) ^teaprw TTifsipM ^ tejtw w g®q arcreiciT tbi t 1 wit wren ate 4 siw, 

f^TH^t cftS WR> *ft ^nfiTeT t, xr 25 yfcRTcT $\ TmflftsT w£t 3lt^ f^ETT^ 

^tt £ i 


(ii) ^ W^TeH XR y^TlfcPT ^ 3fR XR WT'it if ^ 

tratW 3 it xr Prf^T ^ ^tsr w w?pt i 

(iii) 3?4 )<m u i, vj^rft^i dfR 1 Tcta wt i| ww ato mj^> <?t^ ^ 

PFT^ if XT <T><TeT 'HR^T WTt it ^fo^ 3RRl^tq xRFifit itt ^TTOR 1 OTH 

it *SRt §x? Mt «tt xrrt ^t TrfcRx^ afrf wffW-ai^eT WTf t I ^ HRcl if 
^ W-l «f^ TfT'f xr XRnPm f^xx ufi ^ | x^wfrM ^ f^l W ^ ^ Tff Tf^H 
XTrR' af|f^ ^ft?~^RR^) ^ MtcldcfR i\ yfcRqqt W W % I STffcTXx, 

VHaitxtt^ apptt ^it i( ^ y'Rnf^cT wet -&% xtert 1 > fitwr sth 

if wi ?txn i 


(iv) XffRfirxSt^t if ?Tf xeiRT ^ WTRI wit 3«it it ^xt, M feTXTS: vjtet wit 

HSWT fjWT ^ -gf^TT f | a(R fl^TT, fWRT T^jf 1 
anw if^st^tafRw^it^ixt^ w^t if f^i t\m§ i f^r xM 
^T Vt WXTT StrfT t, XPT^ xfRf (ft ^%cT f?RR Sfif ^T%xJ, fuRR't xiRgw 
XTrR if x^-'MI X5TSK5T \JM<H*T WT^ 1> feTXJ m<tfpli$| if s'lxtl % | 
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(IV) if cfa#Tcf fakt <?TWr^ ^fcIcTT % 3?R 3HT# #T # fa? oZR if 

20 yfcrem, io srfcTCw sk 8 yfcWH # H>fam cffa ^ ^rrw #fr ^nfa? i 

(v) TPR^M ^ # fa? 'tfReffaE ak TJ^HFft 35T izfRT fatt 

% I Hie! H# $fa VTTSfnM fan ^ tffaelH kf # W HR JW\ tl 

(vi) io ^<^,1999 kr h# # k?H a^rer ^ spiel #h h# # fa? Tj#gHT# # sntiR 

W VHaiYT^ # fa? SPRE? #1 #?tffar 3R# 18 TJfrWff # 35 wfcITTtf ER falT | 
cT«JTfa i£#ffT# # 3T1EJR *R 3RT 'cpEfaEfT## fa? # 3lfkll# ERflER 

<prt fan i if yf^ ftrafa "faff wtr wt 'h^ctt %" m win 

H# fall t I 

(vii) T?Hfa?H# # Hlfal if "fa# HTHETltf 3?H <JR Tf^rfT $" # 3TfEfR *R TRvTRT if <|fa 

fa 25 nfcmcT w nfafkr hr fair w & fafa tj# Tm arai'F^ffa t ak fan 
fa# seer # fa&Rr # t i 

(viii) tjh### # ink y?H nn vjfR fat fan ^ fa farfcR u T nfaf n? vngoH> fat 
vJf# 'feHT Hlffa | 

(ix) wfa# # fafaflfa fa El# gf # fflTScE fat fa®EJ % I 

(x) !?*!### yyfaTFJff fa 3|f§l<ElRt<E gHcfH H>fa # fa? *1# <EB TI<EcfT, vr|«(fa <lfa 
# HTH ?pfa Hlfat viRT if T<EH fatfcT faff off VgT $ | 

(xi) ^fa, 12 yftreifl far ie yf?ma) # srrc ^ c# ff ij# y? «mur wfan %, fH Eft# 

m flcTvT «Euf 3?fa^f TErfW Met if qTFm uff^T uTETf x}lfa? | ^ Tpft 

yR<Eci# if ?rg V'E JjeEjfi % i 

(xii) ^fa#cHftgf^3ft^ 18 y^T?m wsn^an?3n7E#^H^^fa^TH#faqT 

vriiv»'*IT | cETHT ^ fa ^ Pt^l 'H«t# fa’f?! fajft if uTT # 

% Efi ygcf fa#I fa?rr W fa facETf £fa?T 3frf W fa^ Emj, cRWHTcT ?<> H# 

if viffar vHTcTT % era 3TFT fafR M!gc«P‘ if fa^fT vHIHl ^ I 

(xiii) q*raM# SRT#H|^#§|^#if^T?r ^Rrrffa hi# # fcE[ wi 

#? ^fa ^falR HTfifef <f»Hl arranra? ellfa el# ^ ^|yff if <Efaid <jf$* #t 
^fcJT OTcP k# v5TT ^ | 

(XIV) El# ^ # HffaET# if HR##HT H B# # ^ERT, ^ffa^T HERT <Efal %. 

fa w wfa# if ei# ij# # 3kfjfa affkr affHci #r t arerai 

'FfTHPHffHT f#5ef HTHef #t Hlfa H#?T 3lfa| t I ^T ^4 if ^E3RH 3|facT 

3fRTf H# # ETT TIH# I 

(XV) 3RJ Wff # W gcHT T?# H?^3# # # #f TJfP?# sk yRlfaf ^T 

<^<tef Mfrt^td # fa? H# #t Wf# dlfa} | 




[*IFTIII—T 3 TO 4 ] 
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(xvi) tomSRT jmRt to* 1 toto q»t ^ Wq to 11 yfcRTcT q»T 

ffe 4t eft I q? q# sto W ^jqajftM tof-Rto OTRt ^ to ^ 
qq 5WK 3R t | 

(xvii) to f«t*TT toft cbe^TI <ft ygltolcl qft 4 qfcRlcT qtoJ HH feWT UTTcTT $, M 
to qft gre to g^ft ‘-ft to ara ^?frto gto gft RFrcrtoq 

a^l'RII fcHJ q>? 'ftefrcll & I 

(xviii) TI^M q? qHcTT % f^ 1996 tocto q> for* WfFff 

efFTcT W3> # 3fft \RTft to tof ^oIM^ ijqafoft <ft ffttolft tom - , vjflf^ Tjqi 
■^IcrfcT af^dH % I 

(xix) atoto qftoq Ttr q^R $Rto PftW'f gr to efFm eft amq-aicRr tqrq £ 
z?K wnj cfFTcf ftto qr $ to frvfctt <m?m to ml gq fifvfo q^crr 1 i 

S'dfeR, ft HI? q? Tjq? fftiftdq qft cfFRT eft -ftqol gq> qT ftT RSqit qft ifRgqiq eft 
M cJcRtT dRqT togoT toto 1 | to ift fftqto qft atoto qftor oTRTcf 
toTif fftqftT<F qft tj,oidi ft PiRqd ftt qmft ^ afk -jRftft arm efPTrf vF«? vgqq 
cTPTcT, qjq q-TJcft cRfT ft^oft qft arfftqnll vj)ft g>k<ftl -ft qSRR fcfqq -sq ft a?fit}g> 

t ! 

(xx) vjq^T ft qqtorc totto gr-rr qto-Rto tot 1 crfe to to qq to 
afrfto q£f £ i 

(i) ^qafrM ^rt qtgg to qq qgqrg qft toto sm ^ tor qq % \ 

(ii) hFf£ Tjqqrr^ q^q? qr?M I ^fr qqatnM q?r nm ^ctt wr $ I 
qqafriM ^ w ^ anw atol? q? q€t to aftr qR^nnci: 
wft aqq q?pff TR ufT W?TT t I 

(iii) qtof asq qptorfrr afk wtr-w 1 tom 1 '&m <rT 1 <f?to q?t qf^q 

otjviqi % i 12 wfd^iri ^ ^ qytiiq q^je«b qv ^nft i 

toto toafl efmq ^ g^fr qqq qwmq ^ vJdmi q^q artoq q? 
toto «rnq 3M qf toR to qqmr t \ 

(iv) wfito w qriq 1 "tor omqR qgq wt qqmr t" q> to; id 
arqqrar ^ i crnif^r, qqq 1 oqq^R 1 ^r q^t arqqmr ^ i qqq qiq q? wrq 

t qiqq q? q? RTcR^qJ 5025/-W? qrfcT “toj, toT I qto, qq q^t $ 

f^> qqq ^ qram qq qt 5025 /—qq? qfcT cTl^^r wraR 60 oo/—'qq^ qfcf <fr^ 

<£vFT ZfR to % I 

(v) qqq 1 qqtqqrait ^r q?iq?f ^ f^qT qq ■^txR^qR fijRiq q? ^ ferar ^ afr? QiR(q 
di^m ^ 16 , 200 /—qfcr torq q<^cfl qR t?! ^ 1 tofq 
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TO ^ cNtf pT#7 TO$f TOY 'dTOcfl, *1TO^$|cm 3TO# H«ftl TO7# M-$ct $ afR 

% , f)d't^TO'< TO ol# ^ jj^TO *1$ % I jRT HTOK TO TOH 'Jm 4'| 4 I sTdl 

# 3 ?R <J£JIMK TOT tii^ TO igTOTH TOdl H^dl % I iTR tlli TOT TJYT a #7 dlcsyeTO 
TO 3# TOH TOT# ^ fcR RS TJSTO f^ETT TOTTO $ f#> TORT ?TT aiflW TO 
TO7#TOTOf#<I I 

(vi) ^lljflN' <# WH TO HTTOH TO 3TTOTT# # <§S TOTO# TO f*T TOTRT TO3T t I RT^ 

^ fcRJ 30/—TOT* wfcl TOT 3# a4*TM TO TO RldTJoTO elM'+IM 600/—TOT* !Ufv1l 4} 4^ 
$TO1T % afR TO TRJc^ ^ 3RJ7TR UlTOJoTO 6000/-W? yfcT #TOTT #, aftfo 

900 HfrRTcT 3# ^ TOT#TT $ | ^TT Wf, ^TTI TOR* TO TOP# ^ cTFTcT, TfrTT, 
W ^ 002 TJfcfTOT 3# TO TO q'tje# dl^ $ 3ifR 3fr?TcT 600/TOTJ Ilf# 

$ci<Tl dl^ ywi^fl TO # ^IdH 7sF5 #> 3RJTTR RlfccT >#t dT# qlcft TO 
2600/-TOT* TjfcT (317 TlftRTcT 3# *TO# t, dTfo 3R|ftTd afR 3RTITORTO 

$ i it# qf^TRKw top# ^t ani tor# rstt utitot, dirt to tw 

<£W Vllftd TO7<# TTgRTOT WHK 3000/—TOT* wfd <#4?i & I MrH 3PT# dHId 

mR^ch'i ^ wfifacr tot titoctt 1afR to#to1 to Rresgero <r# fadijd pjtopt tTipt 
RTO TOP TOT TTTOcTT £ I 

(vii) <#T*TpR# fil'd dRT (TO 710 38.l) 3 71? vJc’icrl'M f^TR tjtJT «fT f^> MtH 

<p^Hy r afR ^PcRrto[ 4>ioT ^ f?Rj aTcPT—ardOT tor cPtt^ »pi4 to fi/yM ?Rtt 

% afR ^T ?7i H«fi(d ^ aflf^ro ^ oTO airoii tot^ afR 

wiwIRid mr<$\ Prti^ TO^ft TOfltj i to^^to^^toto^tot^rto^ 

f^THIT TOJd TORT ^nf^J | 

TO TOrft fcifir^g 

(i) TOaMtet ^ UTd^ecb ^ tcR TORT TO TO TR7TO f^TT %. fuTTT^ *^ddH TO 
2500/-TORRRr^t^^R3lf^^dH 6000/-7^Tlfrr€t^TORreT t I TO3fT%?T 
^ W ^ ?7T 7TTO Tidied ?T% <TOT arf^TTOR TO*ft ^ $ TOT % TOet ^ 

f^PiRee tot ftRrr tot % afR movjc^ tiRt tot ^ aim to TTiftn f4ro to tot $ i 

Tlf^ TO TO^aft TO t||C<jcct) TO mR'+’cI'I '3d^ ^ 3T57TR Rhi)l did I $, TO TO 

d4*IM TO ^ ^cRTT A <P<Te1 dRldl^l 7R5TT 7? TOTOT | 

(ii) TOjdT> arjTj^r to^ $ RlRifl'd TO^afr ^ ^an totj afR <ittot to aro tor# 

4> TOTOfT MRd a# vTTR I 

(iii) ^*rajl4l<fl ?“Ts, <p)h41 To 7 # afR f#o# ttfth ^ fen? ciidi ddl4 ^ tor awro 
aiwTci/Piijid ^#rot ^ dfiH afR/3 ttot tott^ toT^tci to^t# to to 7 # tottrt 

<# fen? TOT^T ?cTOf# a# 7jf#RR TOTOTO ^ TOTOTT # | TOTO TOR %f#fT 
TO3RT ST7T f#TOT TOTO t I fcRT '‘gaTOTOT" ## a# TOTTc# ^f#?T 7##f | 
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e. dmrf A ^gddrf i3 arfrfr, 2 ooo d?r andfftm dft df «ft i rfgdd ^ddrf 

<fRid ftnfeiRsid arg^ia M dd rf - 

HRgn g ^ rtrt 

(i) ?d dWdiPto t i wi rf wi rf dd^isf dRer t, drf d? ancredd* d rf i 

(ii) RRddft ft«llPl^lf Hjfi'tad rf fed* 3 4<5fd dd> dd aeel'tS fajtll ddT $ I 

j?d 4 Trf rf did RRtlETd dR d% $, ^dfeH? 6^1 *Tl % I 

Clii) UWlftd H^fcld & dF rfdR 25 ufeRld fc I 

(iv) eft? 3RRd> (d>eT dldWTd dd 81 UlcRId) wft rfdt dd T£d eqTd R3T ddT & I 

(v) fjdrf dd4—Id^ldd £ I ^l8V u ll4, 1.3 eTRd 'rf<3«e3Jcft <Jlrf rfd dd eldld 

30 d£ $ fodT ddT S, rflfa aTcdd TO#] % | 

(vi) drf 3T%rfd 73 Wfcl^ld rf dR rfdR 59 yfcRTcT ^FWt I TRcJ, dTcTIdTcT d^T % afR 
TPtosft d>T dPf |»3TT £ I 

(vii) M 1999 2000 rf <?RTd drf dO 9 d? 146 rfd 3W? % I drf dO 9 dR 3TM TTddR 

dd y?KH fodT ddT £ afR f^raWt 3RT TdgTuT d? rfrf f^eTd TJeR drf rf’TT d^T 

% I fttfrf erf 27 rfe rfrf dd rfefd ?Jcd> ftdT dT I 

(viii) drf rfRTdr ?ddf <rf 24 % fcieicM 8 v£ dR fcdr ddr t i ?d wr ^ m 

(49 RM wi) erf ?lfa gif % I cPmrf, ?frf d? fd drf dRT $ I 

(ix) ddairftrf ^ ar*tft rf^d amjftf df fen? Mr fagtr ^cdrcrrf rf tot rffrfd Mr 
<rf $ | rf^d amjfcf rft ^uiddl A ^JETTC fSIT % | ddd rf^d t> M dTrf dd 
w 'gddH aR ^ 1 

(x) 1.6 did afR "^d^r arM M ^ M rfatpreft ^r rfdidd ^ti iJfrieiRr^ 

$ I Iffrfr <4 rfdf «rf flto MdT $ I dS v 5TT$Y ‘^FdT dTl%^ I cRJlft 

^ *11*1 if Jtllftd f^RJT dfR | 

(xi) TJdarfM erf ddtoTddT if ffe a?«rfT rfd andFTdd^rf WI rf dd^JT TRRd if 

(90 eTRsf W?) Wlf^ ^ I 

(xii) derfrpf MWId rfwcf RRlrfd ^ 3 4 dTd rf^TT ddT t afR 3 d^ ^RT dtR rf rfn? 
#t I d^R TO - 3tdRTd 6 erf t I dfrfd^ 4 dMd gdTPrffcI dr[ dT*rf 
§<?, d? 24 yRRlcI rfrf | frfeRJ, 25 dfcRId d?T drf ^ I 

(xiii) efrf 3RRd> *R 68KI dlddjed? ddrf rfdel—drfd rfr:^cd> rfd>afrfT) ^ed dd rfdR 
12.04 wfcl^eio 5ocll % | d? rfrrfdd>T rft ?ddT arf^Td? dHlrfcl dR ddnll $ ? 

(xiv) vdNlrf rfdiajf gTd efrf 3TTO) $ 4.65 dfrRTd d?T ^ d?T df ^ | dd Pfrfdrf 
'^itiii ddt drf dR ddrf ? 


1656 QI/20CX3—2 
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(XV) y>T WR ytf yT ell^y^f fay? W A | Ryy^t WTcT A ffe 

^ §3 t I 

(xvi) yR ff^xTT TRRt if ^ %, eft ?y ^ T^T yR m*t A | 

(xvii) y> 3fiyyy 3ftT SiyR ^ y^tff y> W ^ yfr «¥t RrR yRn, TnjafRRt 

^t T^fyyT yRm I 

(xviii) eft?—3TOyy> ^ OlT ydlc-H ^ yy TTFTRI yy yT 1/10 $ I 

(xix) ePTYTT? y^TcHt cfc R?J f^ETTCTcfr yyTT t I 3icTcT, ?H TRSMT^ TRr W TRct 
£ I 

(xx) ^ T^ffet £ fpF? yFIRt 3 y§tT 3rf$P^ yfrRRT m$ <§& TRI y£t f^RFTOcT 
^Rcf y£f £ i y?^ y? 'yr^r ijR «ft i are ?y y^t* yieft ijft t i 

Ryr iaR n arayyfr Ryfa Tig RfRyaft^y) 

CO yrpf RcttcRr ^ Rnj <R£ to? yyTT y£T trctt i yy A jrej?y? y«fr yyjy yR y% 
f ? 

(ii) ariWr A wrayy y£t % \ yyy my-yiy yyy m% i ?y yyr hRRrit A 
wO t ? 

(iii) ?ff yw?f^RFfr £ yrjyyy cfpm y£f y£ £ i 

(iv) &At §£ Tjsft ff, "wiTte yiRyr <fc Ryj y«nRy ySt y£ vf imffcA y>r snfteT y£f 
f^yi ymyn i 

(v) yftrryRRfr yt yftu 3ira hm £R rM i "RRft yRyyftRr y^r g y trHiR y Ryu 

'Jtll’O i i 

(vi) yR yjRi^^Mrn 4 ?K?r £ yyy, yi dTyiy 3 f% y£f gTfr £ efi yTTRy ^ Rnyy 
ympft i yy yyy ?n yy ^fcyf yyyRr yR yM £ ? 

(vii) yyr ReR yyy y^ <m^ yy yyRym yty £ ? yyr y? grRt eyyrr ^r 
yy^yi'Td Rrit yy TTyyy ^ ? 

(viii) <yy^ry yy^ y^t #? y?y ^ y?y yrm ret y^T R yyrn, ^FrfeE? Ry% yny 
yrayry? ^ aryt ^ ttw ym f%T^ryp?t y?t 3imr y^f yft yy yryyft i 

(ix) yi'Riftyj ariWr ^ ttrt Tj^-yyry ^cHT yR^r yy yyy^t if yRt yeys yyr 
yeRy t i Ryy 3 yyf 3 yyy 17.63 yRfe yyy yy "yjft wr yyyyT % vffRj 
eft? 3HRy? yy 6.63 yyy yRr yy (RWt yR y?t y| ^rtt ^r y?y 63 yRrery) 
^bdT ^ | 

(x) yry% oqy ^ ^ (20 yfrf?Trf, io wleRid, 8 yfcTTTy) ?tr^ t, cry ?¥t y5Y ^ 

yRy>ciyi ^ yuRra Rrtt w A I ?yR i 






[HP! m—rsn^4] 
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(xi) s*f ^ mi-mr ^fT mm wt i apw, wi w\ aramr 

» Bt ulRTT % | 

(xii) m ^ fcR fmr, ftfm arft apjmKtf yfoqfrrot $ *rmT ^ ^ 

foP* WR ?TRT rTTt^ afRf ^ yfNWRTRFm 3 TFTpTcf f^TT wnq I ^rrdWTrf ^ 
3OT ^ Wt "PP?T ^ <£ ^PT 3 TTlftoT «T f^OT ^ | 

(xiii) aiTO *ft TR 12 trfcT^TcT £ I ^ feP* 3 flfcRTcl + 3 yfcRR aifcffccM ERl. ^ 

JJWim <£l clFRT MifToHl 3 feTETT ^THT t, cR UfcTWFPT ^ fePJ ^frrf^cl 3 yfcmcT 

3*ff ? 

jtgT <fffi|vj^ yjeiVl 1 Tgol 

(i) xptaM€t $ ariWt 3> ij^hhI 3 mft m*T5 £ i ft t i 

(ii) ysi'F&fci ^ft aimimmpsmEft M t IU56X4 ufcim = 24 yfvP?R ft 

mft 1 

(iii) ft foPj ^ij-flrc’ ^t nte <ftt fftuT w t ? 

(iv) ft£'Rt ft f$n? yrmfftr (2500/-WI) aft? #*tr^ (eooo/~m?) Eft 

4gcl atfvfti t (wm ftY RWT 1000/-WJ ft «T3T^>! 3RI 2500/-W* cR 

fftm *ntr %) i 3'fRT wtotct Frftftft ftt ^tt aippn, ftrfft arfft<p w&gm mr 

Eppft w t i 

(v) 6000 /-W yfft c(?r ft n4 $ I 

(vi) 3l<Pffeg<T EPlft ft #1 ft y^T> fftftfftl EfRft ft f^P? aittlST ft m ftft fftftplfftpR 
*Tft ftm *nfft* I El? 3 >T 0.1 yfrRRl fftlffftl ftm I viTPR I 

(vii) Wcfl ftki ^ cf?T ftwr ^iftpj, B't-ift ftftm ftft ■ft to ftanRft ftm 
$ I fft ftfefTRft ft ftft unfftei fftm w mm t ? 

jRgnjg ^eft m 

(i) ^TcT'ft ^ ter ^r ^ wrT wtrim/ ct^tRct fern vjtr i 

(ii) ^ aw afhr ?tt^t ^ft 3Rf§r <«r ^mr f 

fciPT^a 

(i) hir ^rt 3 ftmj ay t i ^Hfcpr 12 yfvRM aim 13.5 yfct?ivi ^ft mim ^ 

T<5taK ^ WTPJ | m R3T uipr I 

(ii) ^Rt ET> fcPI ww ^T Rft ^fP? 1 ^HW5 Wq I 

(iii) Ei?i tr ^ ari^PP % i afR ^ ^prt 1 
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(iv) '^flfat fafayfa' fa ffay WH I ctf y? Rtt !> IfTT Wf if cgtf crtfa 

fat 'ortlVf | 

(v) ?yfa fat art faR fa ym fay*rt fay rt §t t, Rnymi yyyg fa fayei ym m? 
yfay tfam mr m t t ^ti ^ rt w rtt t i gyfeiy, fafayfa y? yg y?jcy> 

y eFTHJT uITy | ffafat fat glefcT fa fa£y?«ry Wit yy fat yg y cETRIT vjTPT I 



fe)ffa&5 


(i) yft fayyrt fat atyytt rtt & far gfa ^gfat rt i 


yrtu ypsjfty fajcRmfat fay (anrtw) 

(i) y? fafaiyy mffam awm y>y fa my 2 yfay 3 imr mi rt tntfay 

(ii) 'Hihri crt fa fary fa trf yyfyr rt $ i fa 3 ?r yfa fafa mfcy 


flfajct mfat fa feEj wfci m i fatyyfaty far yypy fafaErt fa yyfartt gm ffanRy "rt ft 
ijsft" fa mrcm fa fafar fa art ffayffyyf iRfy mfat fat aifyffa fa yt «5t i fa R gy ra y>fat fay fa 

^fRT ferf&cT fart TTRjcT mfat fa arffaq fat fat Tfami? m? fcfm yyT 8TT I fayfa fay?fa fart 

foffa£® far rt afR yyfatfafa far yfart fart? tr^em fa wR fa ^famffart yrgy mfat fa fay 
w frtr w qr i 


e. fayyfafa afR yyfarfafa fa trfH gm e?yry rt mfa rtn yigcm faR yyiy fat 

*rt mfat famfat fa my ferm m?fa §y farrfa farrcfa tfem faffart fa fart? yi^em fa fan? mu 
mr fa ^wr fa ym U'kiw y^n ffam fa i rttfa 20'mfa fart? $ fart?yy miyf y? 326/-yyy 
3ft? 40' met fart? fa fety i 235 /- Tmv cfa ^ tr mi ir?my famr $ 1 rtfa argtiei frt 
% fa> vrt y? afR rtw yrtr ^ ijfe y? frtr y fam mn? 1 

9 . HfagyTy rt hd (ijyywj) ^ ym faffaM fart ynjy frt t 1 ynw ^ 
fayim y<jei yrt y»t rtyy gyyt mg fa ayeiR fa yyef m? io fay fat aiyfa mfa yy 
W'Kiw ffam t 1 yyyny fa yyfatrt fa yrt ygryy qfam famy (falyyyrtt) eTRT ymy fay rnfa 
rnfa fafat afa? arm yyrfa far "gfayfayy yyfa mi fat ayjfaq ffam t 1 

10. fagmr fHqfa fa wfacr, fatyyfatty fa yyfatyrt faR £irt fa ermy yy fatairt fa 
fafafefy fa fay yyfatrt fa jremy mr fayfami rt §y y vmfa i cii fayfa yy fa fafafatfam 
^ fart gim famy fat yt fafa€ fat yfa faepy mrfa ym fafay ffafayy y^gcT ffam t 1 fatyyfarty 
fa ffart fa fagmr "gymt fa faRry yyfa sm jRgy yfaf y? faR ffam ym t l 


[hr III—-gpiy 4] 
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11. itercf yd. 4 t. f^fePtff^rr xjo® yM) yft ftyt£ 3 f^f%cr yr@ dg <dg« ) Rm>iRj | 

PlMFJ^N % : 


(i) wtft# y> fcP? dnrf d3 gaft m arm is yfadd dtft dufft i 

(ii) 3 ft£ #d y*iT <fc leix* d*nf df Tj3?r if yfaytf n yftr?RT yft argdifod y?r 
yg^cH f^kj wfl^ qiol q>l 4 fi y?f HldT if 'igl 1?$ ^ yftfttfd if TP^telT yR^ y»t 
31Ty?yqjtTT & | 

(iii) if 12.5 yfcT?T?f yft firfad y5t TPftyy yRif ySf anyway $ i 

(iv) Rdri d| gaft yd ftdt-py ^irpdpft ^rt y?r df arg?tRT y^ arg^R ftiyr dippy ajertcj 

y^ y> f^PT wj^ d^ afrycT yaft d< f 4 dR tai wrt dif^y i 

4 

3 dif 'HWiRH'fc yiftcd TjfT yRif ^ fcPj f^?r ( dTcj gaftdd yytf, iR-yyrd<P 
anftdyT, dy^y arf^tfro; f^?T anft y?r ?nftd d$f ftdy andr dif&d l 

(v) drH y> 'rf*5l guP qjiJq^oUHl <& feftj 'tPflftH y>T WiydfeTyj «HRJT dMI 

dlfey | 


12 . Xfd3it«M 4 aTd4 £Rf dgc^ TTC^cT RTdd afa f4T?ld ftddfi if dyfad ftfipy ft^art 

d? «rry if 'Hptfl^ur yfgcr f^n £ i yyafnM if iRrcf ifyyyf dijjRf yf ywry y>r yR^f if 
4f apr-tt anfwfcrT yqycr ySf % afk yR^-dy^r ydrit ^ mitad ^r wlim aprif gd gwra y? ftdR 
yR^ yy argifer tor £ 1 


13. ?d dTd t } <£t aPd-WclTd y> ^fdd ^y>ftc1 yjcfff y> dd4 4 afR ddy 4 f^^lR 

$ anenv Pf*dfo)feci f^erfcr wr^f an| % ■- 

(i) vHatpM xmrff, fWxj afR yrpi ^d% xmRt t> d?fm ^ fon? 

o£fTW TTRfiy ^ leP? P3T tp^f ^ | uuf^ dFraT^ ^t y^TW^r ^ ^9 

aicR xrgT § f^R •jft TJHaMtet ^ dHP5# ^fcRT ^ fcpr aFRTIHl Wfl 

t4>PI % | H6rq^ u< i efId W % f% ^dfailMlcTl % dFRT~c^pR aifP^T (4'tjRl^T dR^l 
yitdftcb yypff f^n t afl? y^o^ yRrrat y?t ^ fcP? ^ yifecRR sm 
%rtR?r vm ^t argyrad f^dT t i 

(ii) ^ iRf y^Td yld-Ryg y^Rt ^t wifeR xpif^fd t i^gytT^ryrl 

^ xfl'iN yftypafr^y itrt '^Ntt ^f^Tcf l%dT yyr t, y^c^t <^ ^ f^y 

aidp—aidP U'kiiq 4dT diPci'i y?T an4c^ yyy^t yyr ^?tt t? I aryf^, ctnyy? yffM 
yfp *r if ^r R?ted ^ ymy y>T yy aryRR t afk dPTcfr ^ 

any^d y5) aftorwcTT y?f bprr ij) wtm ^ ^ ganya* ^ f^tcT 

^ qi'wf4y> argqidd yd dy^r yRdT d^f y^y arr r^ctt, a?R7 4 dddR argypit y>Y 

dfidf^d d^f dRcf | cPPTf^, ddPR apffe RFldcTT ^ d? RTTW yRI W 
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5HT HJH ftol PIT THyyn %, ftoiyy flyto eTFra-toyyR Rf^Fft ^RT ftolT ^TTcTT 
$ | ^Tcl rRif UtR RIM. RRFfFI PTET RJM $K cjcfltoRy RtH p^RT to W<T 
wflEH to foPJ cto y«|cT 3 Te& ^ITW SWl4l RT ftofa ftoir W t I 
f^TRINrPTE WT RJRT to tot M^eto! to tototEPT to for* oRTW UTcTTR TRcJcT 
t I Ys^jfto to afR toto ywito to fcr? wr y toyyiato tot arftoHFMr to ^feRcT 

tot yftoy to ySJcSP WftlEH JRcTiy cRTR Wl ?TT fto?TT to 3RRR Stto 

yy ftoyT pmrnr i 

totyyafr^y yyr ftoyyyy yRcrr y?T t fto ptr to yto wtyyyy-yR ?nyy-ftoyW 
«fft tot ijfif y^f tot t l ^rrfr aiR, wr to yy acto'U ftoyr % fto ^rtor atoliiTcr 

pnyyyto ytoyytato tor tot M $ i f*r yrtopy yRT amyrf M Wto to apjPR 

Tltot uT TTOft frrytot ytoyrTTaft eTITT qpffttft ^ PIT TTytot % TCTFT TR yytot 

feiqftiyi antofoci yrtot yyy ytoyyiait tor yfWrfeTcT tot yf $ I y?» pnyytot 
yitolftoy# >SR to totott toto 3WRT toyR WtotyyEP ST^fcl tot gT^ to yyRT 
yf^gifeRT y$f tot f\i t i srr yrtom yRT totot y^fto appnf y| %. toto totto tot 
■un*w»r¥l tot fto?y?Ffarar 3fR yrcrrtor yy aflftoy ^toter yyto to fay ?yto srt 

totolSfT tot $ I 

(iii) yyarttottot to yto 1999-2000 to totot&cr argyn to ywRRf eiFTcT yvt anenr^^ 
^ fc4RT % afR aPTet ?ftR yqf ^ fePJ RR?T. 20 yfrRRT, 10 yfcRlcT 3fR 8 yfcRIcf ^ 
yfcRltRTT ffe c4PJ t I RxH ^ ^ w aif^rfM afR ^tufWt 

^ to TiTto ^ ^r«i czri hj ai^to ^r ^ato ctirfjt t I 

R? ytoRR 3FR wfr ^ TTCto ^ TRfirat Wi toR tor TFTO RtllRR 

afFm 410 yfto yfto ^ ^ aEfrf^ to wt % \ j*\$ aif^rfto, to afr? 

^ wry ^ ymHt y?r airaR tr 1 % 'gocTH cfc f^iy ^rr yrg^PT 
yy? w4t ^RTr-TiDe^ wm ^ pr4> ^hm apjof?r pf 11 

grrfeiy, yto ^i ^ ^y>Pii-tonafr g»t ^ ato yR^a Rf^r ^ 
ftRlT vyTTcTT % I 

10 yfrRRT y>T Reyj ^ y^r tj^ct: vuf^id tor '<£ to ytor tor i 
ytoM yto^rdcn ^ y?^ y^T ^ ftoy ^f y^f ton ton i toto w t. 
^r^r qyy ^tor ^ yw ato TPrtoT writ ^ ^rr Tto $ yito arito ftto 
t l apR to spptt to ftoy A ton pitch t cfr yy to afR 
yyr ^r pttw. pfr 10 yfcRicT yrto to eriRT yiyyiy 3 apR yrt yRyr toy 

«Hito i cT^yrTR, ytof ^ ^ ^yy^RT \toyR, mpich ^pt y?I tot tot yr io 
yfcRici to to ^ ^3^ to to t i ytototo ^ to 1999-2000 to fto toftlto 
ai^tor ^ ton alK ypi^to to yyyy to fdy ppppi 2.5 y?to? <>h^ yy wnrh ftoyi 
% 1 yqatorto ^ ^ryT t fto y? yryRH ^tojtoto toy toty to to4 yr^ to 
to toy air? to yryptory to tory ^ 1 \(to, yy yiyyiy w tot yp^, ypicT 
yyf^cr yto to toR ftom yyT ??#Ty tor at^jHfy ^ ato tor ar^yfct toto % 1 






[vmn-w4] 


vm jtwm : arorair’f 
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a*F wtw atari i?y W( aRT f^IT aaT y^ afrf^CT m- a^ aft 

aiaf^R- aifriH xriscFwWT ^ fttifet cft^r aaf aft? ara^ Ri?itEH na> anja^ff <tR aaf 
fo*y yfctatf 4 yfcRR aft a7 TR WfHl ^^Raftfcl yR £ I y^c^t W atfcR *i?ffcH 
?fty aat fay ^ rr! 3 Tjatgarfty gyRyftfci aft ean 3 Raft ^ faai am 
^mr 1 ^tt strt ^y, sa ari^cfl rr yt gaimftfci at yma m fayR aR aa?cr t 
ijlacft 1 

A^WHailsK* % aa anaa, famaa ma #a a$ aia fam wryaT, at fay m atf aft 
wtifay aR^t aft -ua^Hi yy anyfa aft t 1 afryaatify aft anyfa ytaay: Rifay a 4 t 
$ 1 yifaaRR ^ ysjom yfateR a* f^ at-mffa am Mftct fam £ t?r aal 
an aft uRtt aftyaarTijy ski $Rid fam am % 1 a^tafr if, ga apfa at a^t 
^ fay yRJa> arnfaenyf ^ a?$R atlaci arfa?ty/aTct yy f<taR aR^r % 1 afryrcT 
arf^ta/ait aft fMri yyjeyft at ytyteR yy fVra cto aa mm ^ntr % 1 aa 
nwai tftai fa amyRRt aft apt ^ 3 naR?r ^t yfat *t Uc 4 a> a*f yyj<?a> aitt 
yffafo aR-t $ fay aRnfar a 4 T fam aiRT 1 fan fat §y, :mfa at aat at fay 
altym aTct aft fatfri yy anarfar yyjo<n aa yretiay afacfarraT am t 1 a? ftfa 
yfa wfam ymtaa yyynat yy ffak eR tf yfat srt 3 pr 4 RTtfr % 1 

vfajaatfa yaaitfa^t sRi f^j aij ^oVjaRit ri iaa> f^Faai ^Rid aft % ^fR 
anaR a^ 1999-2000 ^f Rra^a ^ <§w ampiRr rrt aft ^nRfai aR^t aft '<tr 
anwCT Riatr aft t 1 yrffR iR3)t4^t ^ Ptwef ata aat ^ fen? aara a^m; 
% afivj anaftai czra aa geFncaa? I^rt tr^ct f^ar ^ ^fR a? aaf f^aT t f¥ 
aaraf ^atgaHt <£1 a^ft tfr aaRsraiar a^t f^ai w t 1 srt ^ av ^ 
f^ta w?a m wa ^ aft t Ria4a rftct afr yaa atar »fR aRta ^g%FT 
\jy aaifaRaa ^ 4 ta ^t f^Tiftra f^ar aar % 1 


(iv) 


(v) 


yaatnM trial yaja Rian f^aaa ^ ^rat ywaaa <3#iai ftaia (attyaaR^t) at yiar 
ana aar w aaa aft ^tiRir a^t tor aar % 1 aaa Rira af ana ^taei^t at 
f^-ra at attyayci^t ('^a^ ^tRgara ^ aRta^ ata) sri ata^ta enSt afR apa 
yaR ?ai yyfeaRa aft altaT ^ ai?5ta an ay ycfta ?tfr ? 1 aigaa gaar4 ^ ^Ria 
yataarclr ^i ^>ft aftyayR^t ^ri yaat ct^t ^t '^f^aataa aaR ^ f$iy ?a% ai^tfer 
ftaa ®n 1 yaatntt^t ^t ^aa ci41 tt arf^r araar 4tf^i<aa Ti T aa a>i4 tRaia a4t f^w 
$ l ^aa ^ta ^y, ^ar aTa^r aft ?aa anaRi at aaaa ata? aaa^r aft armaaRT a4t 1 1 


a? wi(tiaR u i ara 


SRI yaat ei4t aft ana—a^aM a^ar 


yaatnM ^ a^ 1999-2000 ^ feiy ie Rtfctaa cr ^ awiara an Tjat-^aia toT ^ 
afR a^t 2000-2001 aaT 2001-2002 at atara 19 Ptf^iaa zi ay araraicr rr rqt 
% l 18 ftfctaa aa ^ ^qf^HiPici aicnaicr aft ^prt aaa ^ a*t 1999—2000 ^ 
f^ry aRdf^P wr a 18.23 RiRtaa ea aft aaafe aft t 1 aaa urt aiana aant 
arynaicT a^ 1999 2000 17.80 arca da ^ w yt aaaR a^ 2000 2001 

2001-2002 at -^rr 17.15 Ray ^a ft^i aa arjaR aaraT aaT t 1 a?f yataaRft 
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4 ijHai'i'M X ith *r y^i ^srtt t i Wr4 #rt ter i? fX twrh wfr 
cbl4<£efl4, XT f4tfX 4-5 FX 4 PlM'ffR *R 4, 1RT 44 XT «f4 cTTl^T 4 MfXlcfd 
XT TJ*T 4 W\ mRu[FI HTcTWTcT W \T^fcR TtR ^TT I cRTTR RcRT 

4 vWtei tor 4 fX ara fXi tjXjhtX w\ t 4T f4?XWr X fXi? wX srt 
3FJWeRT fX*IT vyfTcfr 4, *TR?I TR3>R eTRT 4T ^ TRTRT >£X^H TTf^cT fX^TT W 4, 
Xr ¥ffri <m uX<rai XT tj^rtt X mm m sfjhrt eRmu w<tt 4 i m 
HRRTT ?Wt fX Rfl?^ XXlcfa Fief 4 4 fXwT W 4 3?R raw Id XT FRIT m* 4 
<£8S WI eT^IT I ^TTIF^ ^ FH TRRT eTRT fX? ^ ^tyflX Xt T<ffa?R 3R4 X 

?^r4 I 

(vi) #rf4<R \fcMWct>dl 4 'HWftJcl uTc’dlSd 'fXld fRTHK'dX 4 TRfTeRRcT 4 XT'? vRI 'tR 
fXill 4 WI W^I «t>MiT—^ iXT’cTR X SfrJld tRif fXwi eflrll 4 | XRjdXlX % 
4T3 ir 4T ^i4cbRiR X 3is5Tra sifm ylodirfd tXXt r <2rt b^ttRh XT R 
3nXvlXT4 I ?44 clX fXlT 4 fX uTrflXd tXX XT 4?el4 tXT 1 ! (Xl «f4 fX?R 
tR 4) X 3^1 SffiXlRRT cTTT ■yPiRdd ^RIT 4 3?R ^RffcR' 44 3W XT 4T3rR4T 
<rt X4m4 hr 4 X y4ferat X f4r? Xr? fXrr biht rarfXj i rtc hr 4 X 
fav cfTFi w fX srfXu rTref^ m &PJ XT 4.^4 tXTh 4 44 diXT 3rw t) cf?4 

TFlf^Td -I^f toT vrTPTT ^Ilf^, TRFSfpM % #RT ftwi f4? 9lf^ ftlrflltFI ^ r f 
f f4 1986 # Utllcfd T^lTf d^RR,1998 4 €t URT Xt T[^ eft I 

fUte ytcHIRd ^T ffief^ efT^ ?t4 t> r 1?c* Tl Hdf^Td t 3fR 
fltcTirF^ ^ l THR tR >IFRpi otm FTE& KW ^ # f?H3lIfRl4l 45 T^dJefN ^ vflvjR 
fXn turar t. ^ifeRj ?h #i ^ ^ $ 3tt4iri ^ jfi^T yun^ wm>(di(4ra 
wi 4 t4I‘IjT\ t g?I 3n4t ^ i 

^Rd<I 4, ?I6 4?FR q^frl g>4 3FR ^ef€t R?4 h 4 3fR4d 3IPI f4c^ef ‘®l4 
4 aieHT T’fslt v|R| I 4 tH gTTT IXRf? TP% ^f^4>T , 4 W^I <sRcl 4 '1l4 ^l4 ufT 
TWi4 %, dT% v3cMW<I-hTI ^En4 4 WT XT 44 4 t 4 f4<?ef f44W 

3ff4RW cf)T Tf4 Rra \RR TlX i Xef^) ARTcTI wNFI X 31^ I 3fR Wd 
4 4Xif4d X r Rt4 tX4t rej ^ir 4 X wRFra ^raTf^d -5R4 X) 3?4 bi 44) i 

(vii) y'ldi'dxRi XT ^Hewdi 4 4 Tei Yiyrt 4 c4f— sww 4T ewra fXwr ^rrar $ I 
L iTdl’t1V u l X MHW 1 ! 4 ef^ni'l 5 f4feRFI <Rf eflF 3 Wn 45 3>T ef^H fX-MI r ^ldl fj I 
XTF-3W^ X 9T#»R^ eRTT/^cRT4 X Rr 4dMRW»d1 X 9WTeRf T? \W3TT44 

Srt t44ff ^ 44m X feR tpiafFM §rt iRdiRd ra^T t i irk4<M 4 
fXnr % fX f44r U3TR 4raRTRT 4cVW,144 3ftr VfH X Xr RT^ERTTT WITIeW 
X fXX? X R)ef'M'(oM ^ fX^FcT cR'iK X 3TIEIR R eldWl 'jflcTT % I cRTlfX ^Irfd 
4 hihfw mt y$>Hra ^14^14 X aim X ^4 jHiX 4 w?t 4 iRiieR 4 44 
^t 4T 3ira m fXiR fXn t i ^|X, Xhetrr X iRiraR X ^frt wt X 44 mi 
cHRl ^PEW pX ^1 4 vJcR^ 5dleH 4 44 mt 3fW 3FW 

uf^rt yd id 4 Xr 3nto wwdT 4 til 44 i ^jfX sfR Midira^^ 
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oth^h ft to yjfrarTT ?pj9 3313 ft, toto toRr?3 h^ich! ft ftft to aiftto 

3ft33ato7ft ft urjicPi ft to anto 'H^mcii tot 3ft arjto to toft33 to i 

tT ^g^N . ?3R ffttoFT ft ^cIM'PT ft 3WT ft 33?lf/toto R3T3 ft ftlft tot 

3TRJ 3? 333lTtot ^ 3jeft3 fftefl? fft3T WTcTT ft I ?3 <£fci3>>T ft 333 ftt 3j® 
oZTT3?lR35 ft'tstl3>’< lJ l 333)1? ftt ft | ?3 f^Klfrf 3ft ^? 3Rft ft tef 1 ?, 3'tM 3>1 
ft3R Ijtotot 3ft 33113 eft? 3T3?3^ HgWH' (ftt 33ft W3!eH 33 ^53 f^FFTT ft) 
ft to t £ br > tor ftM cmj; 3>?3T tor* I to3T?3 ft witotr afl? tor 3gs 
to H-cUcl'il ft eft?—3RR3> WS?xM ft ftlft 3left 3|el aiT3 3ft? 3CJ3 3? 33> 3 J 3 jRf 
ftlft ft fft^N toT 3? ?T3 kTT ft I 3? Wft efl?-313?3> 3??33 eft to IRJe3> ft 
tocFT ftg eft? 3?FcR 33TeH 3ft fto^l c33'6l4<TT 3? ^eto-l 3>?ft ft ^told fftt 

ltR3 3ft 3ft ft I 

ftRTRRWI H3M3 3ft vftd 3><ft 333, ?3> <£*!'?) ftet3?3 313 'HI3-I anft ft I 

^3lftM ft 3^3 toT ft fft <tl3F3?R ft to (?toT ft 4) »JcTc3 3ftj?3 ftsTTeRT ft 

ffttor arjtor ft W 3 3 ft ?fttotft m^h?h ft i toR 7 ?®r tor ft to ? 3 J 3 

ft 33?rft ft 33T3 3ft 3ft fttot ft fftn? cft?—3T3?35 Pltotoafi ft 331? ftft t I 

ft 33R to^rwto toftft gr?r ftor to tor ft aft? ft ffttoto to to ft I 

3? uto toT ft 1ft tofRRR ft tor 33 W3TeT3 3?to tol33 3#l3^cT fft<? to 
ft 3ftft3 3 tH 3??T ft 3lfctR33 fftftl ^rfftf 3T?I 33 M 3ft 3ft 333 ft311* 3913x13 
^3warlfttor3ft3i?r42 ftt tor ft ato anto I ftmto g?, ?i3?]^/3T?f^3^ 

eRT3 ft to toT3T?3 ?m e?3R 33 33lft 3ft to^to ?m fftftqto fft3T 3T13T 
t I 3«rrfft, ?3 3K ft ??t fft^ 3ft fft^ff to ^fft aft? 33 tor ft ?ti«t fft 
to3T 3ftf 3to | 

M'ldl'XlRd 3T3?33 ft fft3 33Tft ft 3f[ft ??ft 3? toj33ft^3 3ft 3 )n(t 1 at^Rid ^ I 
to? 1 lie W3leH ft to ftt 333 ^toaft 33 33Vl toT 3JT3T ft I ft?T ft ?T»ft 
3?T333 ftft to?3T? 33T33 ft to 331? ftft ft I 3*333 -3I3H3 ft 33ST 33? 
ft 3t^i)Jf3 ft toln1'< u l 33lft 33 IfttoR 35?ft ft fel? 333fl<ftcft ft ?TW TJ3> 
3>VK 3i?ft yft33afl^ft 3T3 ft?3 331? eT3lft 3? 3113frl 3ftt 3P? 33>c1l | 

(viii) 333 16 RRT ^t.?«e*J.^t afl? 33ft 3lto 3lft 3ft 3333? ft tot 3? to-?T3€t 
33i? 3 ? ^ 3ft ai^to to ft I 3? 33afrtot ft ^n?ft to ft fftto 3? 
anento ft i ftft 33 3 ft c3 fftto ?3 t ft 3 ? sftto 3ftf 3R3T fft 331 ft?ft ^3 3ft 
agto 391333 -313 3l1ftf-r?T3 3ft 313 53 ft 31^t3 ?lft ftleft 3ft ^ifftlft ft 33t3 

ft ft 3 ft ft I 3tol, 3? R3i3d tot ato ft tori3 ft afl? to ft w ft ?to3 
ft appri? 3? anft ?toi ft ato fftto 31 fftFF??^ooo 33T tot ?ftft i 3 r 3 ? 
ftfftd fft3T 33T fft ftftl ?3lft ^3 ftt eft^ll ft feT? ftft gKI 3Tlft ??ft 3?1 aiylfrl 
3ft ft 33 ?Tto, 3ftj 9ft totot ft 51^133 fttot ft 313 ft 3lfftel fft3T 3m*3T ( 
333itftft ft to3T3 ?ftl3 ftt aigftfto 3to afl? 3ft 3ft ft 313 ft TTTlfteT 3«ft 
33 arjto ton $ \ 3? apjfter ?ftto? tori utktt ft i 
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[Part III—Sac. 4] 


(ix) TR*M ft IPTRt ftt SIllftcM % | Mlfe<*W u l 

ftqfcT VFC ^R ^>T % fa ftcfft TRR ^ 3 ^SRt ^T$f 3IRTT t afR ftft 

^THRf srfafaw sfK; ^R<ito Vift srfafaw ft ^tt *fatod "frsrr 

IfKT aFjftrffttT fa*IT \5TFTT t I *H4>K ft 1ft'Wi£? #RT fa*TT ft fa 3R ft ^fft 

^ ftr hiM>rt 5 M faftnfai aft i w ft hr^Ri ^rft 
arftfftaFT ft ftBcT HMftft ft ftaft ft ftt ftt ^fRT T3TRT ^Rft a>T apjftR fartf 
w% iu?aria3flr*StIijuto.'a?■yife^ui ft#ftt >3# 
McT a>T at^MleH aR R?T ft I cWlft. TO ft 3TFT afR RRI ft ft W 

appro ft yifiviH ft to roftftM srt faj *r to ft fta'ISid ^j#pro atfa?r 
TJefl *R + 4 faK favj 'Jllct ft I 

(x) q*wMt & ft ir^rm ft ro fa*R to sht arfaft ft ^trt fa? *f? 

ro£ ftr to ^ ftt rt 5 #h tor alR rot rift rorft a*r 
torn ifnftcT ft I faqpm arsrftt ajftt ftw (tfrrr) ft ro apjfter tor ft fa 

ftfttng* Hfttft 3PERT ^*Tft HFT ft 3TOR *R ^ffe «FT fatWI UHlRd aRft ftt 

ft l api i *Kgfo 10 faft ftr aror arafa am \3*tft *ro ft lifted ftr an Baftt fti 

fteRS? H#lft ft 3TIEIR *R WlRd aRft ftT dcfaPT UU|lc¥) ?g& faft 

ft to ftT ft *fttft ft TRRt ^T gTOR ^RT W YffT 3FR ^FFff ^ 

3lf?R f^I Stdftd ftWT ^R ^ URH ^ Pl4dWI ^Tdl £ 1 WJTO 

^ ^RH xRafnM ^ ^ ^ f^M?i tr wr ^arr «it i 4kgnid 

^I?l4 gRT <RTI^ ^t| WR?TT Tf^t t RlteMRui ^HT 3RI 

IRR# ^ HFTcf ^ tor *effc ^T toTOT IFTlftd <fc to 10 

tof^d ^RT t I 

(xi) TRafpM ^ ^ Tj4twft foft&s # w^r ^ toRT # to 

tr frwr tor $ i fe' ^ ar^f ^rfd §rt wf^r sflPm ^ wrt ton? 

A toR" VW ^ apfrd 3TTO ^ TOT 3 TOIT W t \ TO 4 tolT ^ fa 

yiR ^kim ydid<ti (alfy^?) arFrfer q ^f ^ f^n? 01 R 0 x ^Vh ^ 

to $ 3fR cT^Wf ^ WT to^T ^ 3^[ toT W % I 

?^¥f U<PK, yfR ^ -yf^fcir y^lfcld ^ feRj A'M-t^ iff^IT 

sfRartr tr^^ r *r toT^ 

R’T^T f^J'il^J ^ 3[^T foRTT 7 R[T % I 4TR^ ^t, Ptvifl W^i^ctJ ^T MC^ ^R ’jfa 
TRH ^ WeJ ^TO 1, 2 3fr? 3 % I tl^'J'HK, ^ MC^ arfufcf 3TR ^?t BfFT afr? 

tM -gtoait ^ api ^ awld feiiii vtht sit i tRttRt, ^ddi*51c^ ^r jjPh f^n 

t f^ i, 2 afk 3 ^ ?t% ^ ^r°t ^5t t 4iP>if^u* ato (Mr arpto? 

"#i^ ^ aR ^r afR to^t wet afr? cft ^ to ^ ^fpit ^r 

^ to toT uTTcTT «IT | TO ^ TO? ’ft ^FT toT t ft ^ ije^flto 
^T % a|R ^ n«ft ^r HTid alR tfji4ct>eMM ^ aftft’i a>i4 *i^I t^rr did! 
% l 
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44 rto 4 4, y4 afR 3i im 4r f44t aim^ 4i 3 tt44r f4r? to? t i aft? 
4t4 to4tohw 4 auSH ?r 44 rr 4 4 arm to f4ro tort d44nd t i 
d^'dR, 3TR 4f wi f^>VIV* V?l4 4 8CI 14^1 R1RT t | 

(xii) ^im 3fR ^ 4 4 r 4 4 wfnM 4 gfe 4ft f4R*4 *j«?yf[f4d 

31lf4d4 4f ^tfa> 4 TOT f^JT wta^ 4TO Tjjfa MfiSf|\iHI3it 4f tf 

sT'd't* MR<»>d4 4 1eilf4d (4*11 | I*II t I MtH 4 aFq ydld< 1 > <*J<4 4t RRR TO TO 
ISP TO 4t 3fg44 4 t I ?4 #FR f4l? TO4 TO ?r 4 f44f gfc 4 f4rr 
^gtww 0*4 2000-01 afR 2001-02 4 fen? arjRTftR ^ 4 4 r4 4) to 

fildR TO~^ dRd faRTOT 4*i)Rjc1 f4RT t I 

(xiii) cFTIaf R^ ^ ^ RRR TOR? 4 TO RTo^aMT TO 3?R 444444 4 f^TTOT 
afR nRRenqR 4 f^TJ ^ Rf 4 UNl^d f4£l4 4 feT? 6 44?1R 4 RHgo*J 3TR 
4f ai^Mfci c«rt tot yif£iTO u i 4t yf^R 4f4 % i R^g'HR, 4 Vj^i rt*t 4 4 4f oRfif 
Rjf ^ 19 5 strict 4t arm (arRatrtfft) 4f afg44 4 rt 4 t, y4f4 tor 
'H' fcfrN 4 •A. u i1 TO RTc^ •qTvST TO 13.5 yfdSld % | vrRflf4, eTRT $Pfd 

f4<fl T RTT t, TOH 4 "MIR 4 ‘♦JddM TO 4f4 "cl|<4 «R 4R RTTKT tf dMls^ Rjf *jy?| 
to any to ateR 4 faro f4m 4 I TOrfay. ?4 grRR to tot 4 4?4 
4)y>d*i 4 yy4 4 fen? eFTT^ *4 *jv>fi to any 4 «eim to 44 <=ii<4 ary 4f ararr 

cRHT liVl l I 


4 crt^ ^ mR^cH 4 444ci $k RiFnte-^if4^ 

afR 4?-udTeRidTd> mR4m( 441 ^r ?#ir ^4 4 ^4 4 4t anglxiiiT 1 1 
WflRi ^ wr 4 *rh WoH 4 3 iI4R^t «4^H1 4 14r 4^4444 

^jf4rd 4ft i a$t ?ra> f4 to Wdia4 4 ^ 4^4444 ar4 4 

wto 44 4*r t i ^f4, tor ajRf f4^ra t, ^f, anf4 4# 
a44ro y^ro yR4 y>T 4st tor rjt4T to toctt t i tor rrt 4f 44t 
44Hifrr4 4 4 f4y Rq nrt 4 f44?r to f44t ami 4f arg44 R#f 4ro? r4 

4f^d TORT RTOJTOT dtf tlRT I 

TOT3fnM 4 'fTRFR to 4 4 feR 4 y4 44t TOf4ror 4^4444 to 4 t, 4r a4t 
4 y^MTOd 44t t I w4 3rf4f^ro, f44ro aR*i4di 3 |etor to 4 4 feR rt4 
^v4to arq f4aT TOT t I R? 4r TORT 4%R 114 ^R 4^tt4tt 4 4r TOTTt M 
44 4t ana 4 PWk u i 4 y4aR 4 fen? 44 «ett4> 4 3RR to f4yr rr i 
f44yrn^ 4 ^ 4 ^ yrl^TOR to tor an# 4 f44?T f44n to 4r| 
r 4 t I TOg, yifaTOR 4 TOR SRT feTEJ RTJ 44 144?T f44n TO f4dR to 4 
4t 3f4ftTT 4t dl4 t fv»ld4)| TOJeRT Pltldd 4 TO4f TOTR TORT t I R? R 4TO 
TOafnM r^ 4tf4d tot ggro 44 4 tort to^tor ^4 rrr toto^ 4 wr 
arror 4 rrtrt Ritro i R«nf4 ( fR rr4 4 tot4 r| 44 to arm 4 f4s4m4 
TOfRR 4 4 r 44t MRRMfrrat 4f airor r 4 f4ro tort, Mff4 f4nr rut f44?n^» 
RTOR to 4 t I % -TOleHkM ? Mfi4y 1 44 4 44 MTgTOT 4t 4 r~ 4TO ^ l ^e TT ^ 
4 3?4 r ato t. Rfr to4-4to tott4 4 4tot r 4 t l 
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(xiv) RRf % MjRTR RR> YT^tR TEJRPt R^ RTRR> Mf 4-M R>t YRRT R> 
f%??T R>T McT R>?^ R* fM M ijMcT °RR W( 751 t | ^ ^ <& RlMW 

rrWMT, riMr rrtc-tr aft? ^jcTer rWisr *wmr str R>t Mr $ i ryt im ijyt 

M M R> fcHJ ijtfg*#fcT M Rft WRT cTR> R$ 2001-02 R* M RM 3 
5 RW? RRy R»t ?T% RTfM R^t gf RTf Rf | RRR ^ ?E ^mlrr ^ W 3fl7 

yttrer ryttytr M ^ ytr^ Mt t fuR? M ^ aMr reft R?T M yryr 

'guHR>W RjKWdW $ RYTRY—RYTR? f^HTfvJTcT f'J’RT ^llcll 1? I 

m Mtt rWt gy % cM-stryrt R?r ^n| aMM RTeM re reTr eM 
§<J R^ ETT<3t %, MMM % YT?R> £ Mr R? dM R3 M ^ Mt «R W 
rMWM Meeer re »rw MM rM ^ arrEW eM % I reWM ^ yrt? 
Mt $ eiy-M ETefr ttee e Mr 3 rtM ^ e? arra re «t?r ettr 

H ERRt #fl ETETETE/3TTE/aTE, Me ’ft ETRcTT W, ^ fM ft E£?ER Eft M 

rtW yg?r eytj3iT styt Mt ehret i 

Mr yet yw rM ^ fW? M M ey, yyaftMT % #ei Mt % 1% tt^tf ^ 
Mr re Mr Mr ytyrey , rtr §f M ftcM Ri ete Mt ret t i Mt ytyrey 

ft ftt ?YT YP3E? ^ MW ^ RE<E g^q M ^ ^RaftM gTR RTS^I Eft R^ 128 TJR*? 

M ^ M tR ycsT Mtrt rtr qM cA t i xpafiMt ^ rrrj 

ir^fTRR^ ^ aiM ^r ^ arMri ^ fM Mt^ gcqM st?t 

rM M aW viM iror Mr rrer ^ M arMr <')R <W ^ ;rWr rrM 
^ M ^i ^cM Mr ^ i RriR ^ ^ r? M Mr % r M rt?) r? <-e rr Mr 
RRR R^R ^1 cFIRR 6 $W "^T? RR MW RtTST MfTRr 8TRT ReW ^ rM 

Mr rrt % M r^t Mtrt sfr 8irt Mt rrt Mr, cfr \W wi M rirfr 

W^IKH RTlMellR ^ 8l?M RW ^TefT RRT Ml aW RTR 3FR Mt RuRR 3 TvjW 

rrMeM MM Mn rrt Mt i 

Mr trrr? st?t M ^ ^t srrr M Mt rrt t; Wg rttr Mt 3Tcrr 
yiRi r^W $ fM anYd'KT t i rft ^ rrt, rttr rrM ^ ^%RH ^ r^ 1971 ^r 

RRcTT RR 'gRRTR ^TRTBT^ | R^R> ^ET Mr M R^ •RI'RT ^ W 

^ i *jpr ^ RRafrMr M sM urMiW r>t r^ MW rt rM str rtr 

R>t R^ Rftr % RgcT 3TM M RTTR ?t M # I ?R rRWr R^ <M j Tc1 ^ 

Mr Rara^r % rtM rM r?t argM ^ RTTrit t 1 

(xv) MW giR Mtr Rf^jTTij M?Mr rr rrt Mr aW rrr ^r rjMtc 

uricM ^t#tWr BRMiart sm sttMt R?t Rf ^ 1 Mt 

t MM? Mr xr M rrr, rttr % rW rrM M Mtt afR M ^tM 
ETf^TT vjqFE? R? Mf M ?? M, t ?RR SlM ^RRWT rM ^ fM *ft 
R7ER fM M $ I 

rrWM ^ #ra Mtt ^ RRRfr M ^ ?or ^ ?r MM? Mr rt M 

RR RfTR^5TR>? Mr Mt RRT t. RRt% Mr? 3TTrM?T ^T?T McT RR>RTR M R>t 
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«IRHK Wfft ftt yftTRTTcr ftt ft TO TO W I ftfft, ftyftTO yy 

TOft 3R cT^ yTO fty ft TO ft tor W ft, 3TOft TOftfftyT W ftftt fftTOr 
ft I W ft 3flft TO ft fft flTOTO ^T TOft Wftt TOftlfftcTT yftft ft TO fWft 
ft ^ ftft 3RT TOt ft y^RH ft feT? ftt fTO TOT % I W ft y? 

^3oTO TOt ft fft yTOt ft TO ft, fftTOR TO wTO TO ftTO TOT TOgyy 

fTOy yy wit u^'kw totot yftt ftr, TOtTOr rsrt arfcr to yftf ft, yyg 
■y? R£TTO ^3f%TcT TOTOT ft, cTlfft WTO? TOTO TtR ft TOR yftt ftt TO? I 
yyyfcM TOft ft ftyr yfftrfty aft? ftsrcftcR ft yfftTTRyro yfTOr ft wTO 
yrrom ft gf^ y>r ftt ^ftgnH tott ft i 

m yTOTOft ft fy rift ft iww yift ft; TOftry, ^tt #f 3 yTOyTO ftt 
arrofft arcftw aft wft ft i ?yft ftft gy ftt, yysfrM ftyft ft anyrftt ftftm 
ft tort wTO a?wn ft yreyfftyr ar^yy ft yrTO ft i^e towt ftt tpTOt wft 
ftt 3fftsiT ftt TOft ft i 

(xvi) ftfqrf yjwft ^ fttTR TO TO? * fttTO \nj-<g (ftt## 3 nf) ft #RT 

fftyi fft ^snoft yTOyy fttcT ft ftft yy fftwr ft; sfR ^yfcry, wft^rft ft WByyy ft 

ftTOm wift y? TO -fty^ yrot ft TOr fftro ffty TO ftr tofuto ft i 

y>iftfti wyyr fft yy? yTOyy fftftt tom ft? fty ir ift^cTT>f % t w^rc y^RR yyift 
qft ^fcr? to ft grofftcf wft ^ yf^s&q ft yryft ft I yyftlftftft w yftyR trto 
twR t ^ ^^R-grofttyTO ffty yftf ft. i y<y ftift yft 

TOfft wwtf: w® yf^ifey ft sttocT ft i cFsnfft, yftftitot sw yrary yy ggftt yy 
yy yypft y^ w wt ft, TO TOto-vtoi yft ^fyrr ^ to ft g^iyffty 
TOi TOfi ft i w\ y^gro ftft wftt w y^Tiftt yft yftten TOi tot ^ ggft 
y? fcNrc ^ft ^ fftiy ft i 

(xvii) 'ft'Hi l jftyftt fftyftyy ft tos ftfyr, wtcT yfftpeiy ft Pi*-tfciRyvi gfftyift yfftrfty 
TO yy ft ;- 

(y^) yft 2000-01 afR 2001-02 ft TO (geroy t$Wh) yy gftgyR 
yyaiTOt yroroTO 20 yfftyyr TO 10 TOtcrt yft yft yro 
Pi: yft 1999-2000 (ft03?0) TO 2000-01 ft TO m$v*l WTO ft 10 
TOro 3iifty> crywr w ft i 

(^g) ftFf/yyfgft ft TOy’ y? wy yft yTOTO yyft ftt cygTOi TO ftt yf ft I 

(y) ftyft ftreft ?TOt TOTO fTOTO yft ygft y^ TO yy yft TO tor ■gfft 
yey ftyft yftftt IftiTOs ftr yy fTOTO yro ft TOfy ft yft wit yft 
fftffty TOt ft feiy srrftfty TO ft ftft yrftt tot yft ftyyi fftyyT yyftwny 
ft 3Teiy cr fftqi yyi ft 3fR yy y? yft—fty^j yftfeony ft sftft fftyR 
TOt w ft i 
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(q) Ffo£-3TOW> ^ HHTT^ ^1 ^ ^TF$t 3IPJ H?I WTFH wit ^ 

3TFFT HR f^ur wtsfl? HWR ?M H> 3tfM frHH f^TT w 

t I 

(xviii) FIFTH ftwft ??T 3IWR *R 1JH: &IR ftFTT HHT t | R^ffrffeRT FIFTH ftW»T 

3T5WH-I H 3FJTO-VI $ W A HcFH $ | wit TJtRHH 3?R TW Wfa S c Tiq ^ 

HWfefH FIFTH f^WT ^ ^T FIT W>HI $ % 2000-01 3?R 2001-02 cfr fcHJ 

1.96 TlfcRTH HH TtfatfcEF WET 3flHH HTHT £ I HPftt. W HIHT tf lH ffc E E f, otft?H 
tRWT 3nfl5WH»FTHT $ HHHS H^T f%4f%H !®A H» fcFJ 3TFFT-3TFFT H > l4<Pe»*f # 
HTTvf 7Rto HRHT 3TTHFW ^T W t | 

(xix) 3IFFT—3IFPT WfwrFT ^ #f 3 f^jfcT 4t t :- 

fas) iFiaitwft 

'iHaflMH'tt $ USTHH TFTtfi ^ 25 VllcRTcl HR^ W TJFairtt^ SRT TRHIH 
fasnr HHT % I cFflfa, 4tcfr ^ 3FT£fflfH ^I SIFT TR ftHR HR^ cfr HR «tt fH 
WtWTTT ^ HSf&H FIFTH ftW7 3?lHH 14,80 HjcRTH W HTHT HSltcTT & I 
VHgfFTEpft 3 eft? 3FRHS USWH TFWfoM W TOftt «F?T wfeScTPI % 3fR 
fH wfwiFT H» 3FFfH Hl£ sft fowfa tflHT % fts 3FH Wit $ 
»S't«H ^ WJ XFWX T H^ A ef|?^3T?RHS TJFTHH H?T 3nfJ$HS HSI8H1 HR 
% I cFJfJHR. WfWfFTJfc 3jcFfa Hl£ H>T WTRT HRt sfc fcR ^TtlTH^ 
4 Ffte-3FIW ^ HWFT TFIRf 4 15 TlfcRTH H>t HRHT HcfaFTH HTHT 
HHT t | 

(o) tiihri wit afR wr^s 

4ldt ^?I 3EI^tPFT ^ 3TTH H»T TTTPlFI H ^I^WTFT >?I 21.92 

UfcRTH ^ 3frfIH 3lt^5fh W Mdl HFIHT ^ l 

(h) iteirgFi 

H5 WtwiFT 4t 8121 yfcRTH W Site 3lf^W WltcTT t I 

4fc(in?FI afR HFTFH wit HHT 3FR^ ('T’Wi)^ ^T Efew) ^ TJFfHH 
TFTRt A ^ W 3ig*fRH H$f f^HT vHT TIM, wtwiFft 

^ t Flt t H H»t f^Elf^r HIT WT HFIHT $ | 3fFT?tH, «f>l4<Uo1l L it ^ 

3THffH TFTRt A 3F4ht 4 FRTTHH f^TJ FTT% ^ 3TTWTWT t, HI% WR 
anfttw-HSFIHT cFt WFH f^HT W I Hdlft, TUfSlW'H H5t 3Ptt 
XRWT anMWHSIHcll ^ TRH tf 61JTW ^ffe^RT rfHR WHT t I HWPt 
TRW? 3nf^SWH8IHHI T& 1R A WFH WHT H ?T, ?H wfewr 
HST w FFTTHR IK! t fa *RHR 3TTf^WH8IHHl A 3Tl4 ^ 

H^r | H^t *TRl4X XRH HTRT A 4t3?RFT Wtnn 3fR #Hf WT 

HTRI A 4teiRFT HKR HJ^R TIHWT £ HFf£ A 3FRWT HHT tl 
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(q) *<WHlW«r 

q? <i»wfawiq 1645 yf^KT *tt$ ^ner ^Att $ i y>r ^ 

afc SRcTT WI dwAo ^ *TTft A ^RH t I 

TFRIpM A WTOT foRR 3 100 uRTCRI 35T f^EJT t I 3p*T 

Wjq 3 ^ TRtTM ^T 3^H“Kd f^TT uTTrlT $ I q* PFPTT 5*07 

y*jc^ A ioo yfcRTcr $ ^tsfm £ ^ ^r 4>i4<f>am *f epm 772 

yfrlVIct^TUT^T^TT I ^ WR A 100 wf^JVM ^T 3lte yft ff«f ^T ytfPJdaft 
y? *rtfr tfw y? «nw, ^pefer? ^ ^ utft^jrr ioo yfcreitr ms 
f^rm w $ i 

(®) WT ?T few 

y031>M 5TTT UWlf^d 3F£?TR WRT ftRRft A 100 yftWcT <A 35T 
ffc^T uTlcTT % | yPafrM 5M y^TTf^T ^ 3Iff|R ^ ^ cfS ^ 

qpAi «A «jft <£ foil c=n?^m ?je^, w ftRrar, ^ f^rm, 

Tffrti £ fo? *TSRUT ^PTRt afR ftRT\ T cT«TT ^ ftRTT? (%T^ 'fef 

?f%qr f^fi^ afR *rr$ fAft&s A> omefi y> 3pjfTR f^nf 

3RRt 5RT ?TTftRT cTT?#P/^ <A TJtefR) m $ fcPj 5*A | 


(xx) \S<i$fcr *raf anefa? 3 yyaMrA sro ywifaa geroT *r yitoroT 

srt p^tr y*j<^A *r ^rr 3* y# t 


a»H 

*fc) 

PIT 


VPaAM eTRT 

Mliq^V'-'l BRT 


apftlfecf 

UWlf^d 

w 

yyafrcrqA 3 ^flg-aPR^ 

«f> Trad’d yyR 

15 yfcRTd 

25 yfcRTcT 

(a) 

^Pft 3 fR 3 PR^ 

^ 

25 yf^RT 

(*T) 

<A^R M 

T&i qR^d 

Rjdcm 2500 /-WJ yftr 

^rt^afR 3 Tf^KtP 

6000 / -W! yfcT ^ 

^cdi^iiR anqR *r 

W 

(@) 

‘ftaflijoi *R qie^cd* 

»risFrnm a?R 

- \ f f\ . _. fv 

R?T 

100 tffrfTTd 

25 yfcRTR 

ioo y(cf?id 

fa) 

#KT f^PJT 

100 yfrRTd 
(PJsflq ^RTft SRT 
PTOTfr 

ioo yfcmd 
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_ THE GAZETTE OF IND f A : EXTP AC. 1 DIN ARY I Part III— S p . 4] 

^rgyy 4 aipftyy 4 ttw, 'yyy; ypyy*, YrgRur r<fN YrryT ton- 4 
yyctfcPdiy yy> fto 4 p ytf 2000 ni aft? 200 1 -02 4 4 -17 yfcreiy ysr 

afray aitoi pifcj4 1 

(x») pfaftto 4 14?£y? toftf* 4 ?to 4 4 ?TYftyy yy pyry tor I 1 pi4 *f4py? 
to# 4r pi y??4 'srmfttr 4 to 6 4 3 aft? Mtt 4 to 30 4 y?y y>?4 7 
f4*i y»?4 yy pyiy fftyy $ 1 y? Mfti4y apy un*i •yi# 4 aiyynj yy <zt4 4 
afpy? t 1 tony??, Tigyy ?fto 3wm tow Pto4l 4 toft 4t pftyyr 4 pi 
ytofy p 4if artor y# 4r 3 t g4 toft tot ypyy toy>dTM 

4 ?iyto pjto 4 4$ 4t yftoy y to yy toy 44 i|q 41 yg yftto 
*ri«FTNUi' #4 4 3 iy 4 y ar^ytto fto yyyr 4 1 

(xxii) pi yto 4 toto yra spy y^jy y ^ 44 to 4t y# & - 

to) toto ??r f4to 4 ygcT ^<3 fto yyr t yty sn?r 4 to-aipy? 

4 toto dyiy/3nto4y 4 to pit? y?syyy *y •i-.^y yt ftorr p 
toylto 4m?to aft? pr 4 to fytoe yiyr? 4 ar-^ff? emu? to f 1 
gy wi44 t yyaftto 4 to 4yiy 4 toP to to. w ft 1 toft, pi 
pto 4 to tor yy y?yry to ftor yyr ft, pft yyy 4 to 4 yjy 4 
toWi $yyr toy yto 1 pry yft yg prto 4n to ton f4 to*n 4 
pi y? 4r ?i?ft14y yi?4 4 to 4 pr Tflte?*y yy apj4ryy vra y>4 1 

(^y) yyy 4 yr4yy ypyy yyr4 4 yr*4 affy yjyy p yy; yy-y; 44 yyr4 
^r cf^yyy yyi4 yy 4t prm f4>yr % 1 ^nypy wft yy 4y >d i q 4 
^ y^t y4 y^ t. y^yy a g wy gyr4 4 y4^ x^yt4 l yivtw y 
y€f %yT ^ 1^*11 1 

4gyy <|*ryi4 4 yt4p atfyfef 4y4 4yiy5 ffeyi f^f44^ aft? 

yyafpM <^4y? yyi4 ^ 44 ei 4 yy? ypy? ?4tyy4 pyiy 4yr? ys?4 ^ 

fcp?WRi^ryy4 ty«nf4,^yy^4tyy4yyy^^i4y^ wtto y4f 
wrf 4 y$ yy 4 4 1 yyy jrcflyyiaft $ im witI ^4 y 4 yy^yif an>Jy 
yyyT $ 3 ft? y^4y? y^<?y4 ^ 4tf4yy'? TJ T <4 feiy prny 4yR ys? yyyy 
4 1 vft?nl4> y4fyyia4sT?T acvRa f4yi yyr ^ 1% yaie autnRy y'4 4 ^ 

anenf^y pt 4 qRy^y ^?4 4 y>e yy^aft 4 hfi 4 4 ^ 41^ yyR 4 
y^r 3to ^ ^r ynpfr t ?ra 4, y4 4 yry 4 «frf4y^?*r 4 44f4y ^ 
pyry 4 py| yyy yim 4 44t p^aft p aftyy Niesfjo* p f4yR yyf4 
4yfypr <^4y4 4 4fy? yy4r p ?r4f^y me^cy? p yRy><yy yy?4 
y4 y^f4 aiqyif t 1 pratnM y4 4t PTPt f4yr ynyr 414? ‘^cyipyir 
^ y^ apHN to 4fpi p 4 ^r y??4 4 pi y^ y4 aprynj yn4 
y4 4yiyyi 4t diy y^t 1 p¥t yyy?, yyy y?^y4 aft? 44y?yy yyyt, yVit 
p ^ toyT y^ei y p? 4 4 yR 4 pftyyiajt p?t yyry p ■g^yt p 4t 
to? y?? tttkr 4 1 





[mft m—•grog 4]_ mka : ammum ._ 25 

SftTH d><Hx HTOB TO TO TO? ^TRcT TOft vRcWl^ WT yqtodRflt 
ft to*t wrcf -nfcR tokh lmr^t ft ft l >ddR»i ft to TO am 
TOM c^TR TORTT \ 

(*T) fta> TOTO tot ft TO'fed d<fHH U!d*Jc*t> af^ft 3 TO toT w 
ft 1ft ftPiTC'e ^ to to tot ft TOto 3 ^natWt ft apamB-RT 
to TO Iftfa ft 3PJ*TR TO ^TcR 0.10 UfcRId a#? a rf frTOH 

0.40 ylcivw ft seidfcSH ftft 1 toMran^ ft wm (^Pf3tn¥l^l) ftt TO 

IfttoSfa ?lfftT TO 3INfrT ftt % | 

TO rntoror ft ftto toh rtrt ft arfefftto- wit ft swift ft ftftfrd to 

drtlei ft TOftu^ ftl ft I <*>l«i1 ft <jftf<*R u i ft Uiflvddl ft feR 

dWMoft ftt ^<sroR«fd TOTlftt TO TOW <TOTT ft | yfftW I ftt TO JRlToft 

ftr arwft ft to toft tow ftr ft$ arrcfft ft to# 1 w ^crm 
awft heifer ft argro sr^eftf to fte rs TOft ft 1 fttor. wft to 
qftfoMr WTWT *IT 3RTTOT ^ ft^R 'gawtocT #FTT Rflfftf I TO TO *$T 
TOft ft, tot TO TOtoTOT ftf Rift TOTTOpft ft f?R TO^tiJ TOT# ft | ffl 
4ta, Ticfaw WcT to# rr# ft 1 to wt f 1ft to### tom *n*rftt 
3 Rforrg^ a»1ton ftr rttowt tot to ftfc to 3ifim ft tot ft 
to# ftr wit aww ^rftt ton w ft ft 3 i RfiRT rM ft 

arepfa nrto to 1 

?# TOR. toft *TW ftf c^ rtot ftT ftft # R^ebnJH *ffof W! ^ro 
^ %# MTfa45T$ i[ RtUtT ^T#f ufT TO^t | ^ ^ *TH ftftpe 3fR #e 

ft ftftre IRtf ^5t TO ^ffrf^T fltUT XiTR | 

«m» iro Wit wr4t aw^ff^d ^ TR ^ 0.1 afcRRT % 

0.4 flfcRIcT TO ft fuR# wi^ ft 3TOW, 1JMWW jjfRT Ift’ftu IftBT «THT ft | 
xjj^srfuM ^ 3j^w ^ ffttenSM viRdqi qrro elft m to ft* ^ 
f^T ^1T 3M?TO ftr WIT t d^dhi, ^ f^R 0.20 yfcRTd ^ 

^rrg^R PWRci vin4t ft 1 arraidl ^ MHel ft ^c?i afR 

fftqfcft ^ ft TOaftft TR TO TO RRft WI fft^R ftRJT 
vtlM^i, v)tnR> >HIHI^dqi aitedV 3RI Wit TR t^JT W W ft I^TO 
^erft ft ^ 3BR7TO ftm ftftft ft TO ft^ fi ^ft ft 

ftftl^T ft fcR TO atd«i URcM yt^ci ^ ti^ai ft I 

(q) to mte^T Iftcfvgro/^ft f^RR ft fcR "fft^ro amf^r’ ftr toRb 
^ft ^Tcft "?Rft ft ftftiq^f ft fcR ^tftR^T tRB TO^fft TfFcTTO TRTOT TO 
afePT ft fft^R ^R TOT ft I fft^TO 3Rfft ft ft ^R "TOTTO3J 

ftRr to wftw tor to^tt anroro ft \ to yrferom to& TOPRfft 


1666 Q17000—4 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pact III—Sac. 4] 


ffRT 3HWT cfR ^ feFJ faBB B? BBRPTH 

Pwtftd wt t i ?w Tras, wr % Bcfan B^fr g?r #i 

ai^nfci ^ ^ntfr % i 

(*) 3RI Wff ^ ^pfteFT yfctf 4 B* Ulf^^U! 3Ffo WJ 

W& $ fcT? Sff^T BlftcT BRdT W t, ftp# ^ "3f^t B^falf' WT t 4 

wit WBWd wtWTTB ^ yfa'fad <gS BfoM 3>T ^ ^*5 faSBT 

W % :- 

© *15—affEFrE Wft B* ^ 3WT UldVJc^ eFTTBT WFTT I 

(u) ftcl ^BR W^t B> W^Mdl £ feUf ^itw ffo BcfcP BB ^ fcFJ 

*f 8l«tR, Wfdfr fad ^ <gd vj?R 5 ^ ffyfSCdB y*M<4 ^ fa&BT 

vsmfm i 

(ill) ,H*ifadl ^ <*>k' , l B ^1% B? efr&d'il ^ <Wl*ildV u l ^ feT? 

^ WTBTcRUI JPTR B$t cFTTBT WfBT I 

(iv) fa^F wi BftwH $ bbWti«S. vtailf. 4flHig<w a a feyjftw 
arawftato? wf *ta-jraicM viTftd B#f ft>BT wjbti 

(v) wit *fr B*ttwB # fen? wr bjrt ally yttaryje^ Bit^rfM jrt 

3TBBTj) BO||fal«il <fr 4td yiFfaRB tfFTT I 

(vi) wit B>T ^RRBTcf) ^ WT *t TjytcRTT an^H^tl 

$ aFjyny foBi wjbt i 

f*i *b ^r TprstoM *t tfr 3 fftr ^ ^ fcR f*ratfer 
f I 

(b) Bteypi 3 wft ggftH wfwrrc y wB ra ft F Bfaf& d ffrreft qy ynfr 

WRFf ^TR# cfR 3FFTTT7 ^ ^ feFJ aicPT ^ 3TT^T viTT^t 

f^I f :~ 


Cl) BfWl 1^ W^ef ¥^RT, tofalcl) Wlfikd 

afR ■y'ldflfaldj Wlfaldl BTet ^ ^ fcR »I-dN»| B*TR 

ctm^r wi ^r vgfi. g5t 3ifewn wi #rt Wft ? i wr i 

(ii) H<^qnKjit IFRT faciei yt fa>y mii^I <uel ^ictt^il afR 4 ti*i •yfRT srt 
yt ^Tott wyti By srra cFtfit i 

toR yte yptr BPNxFii *r ^ arr^r b^t wj$ ?b 

v*iiy ^di fa> an^yit BBaintt€t ^ tutilfeci ^ bft 

3 Sllfald WIT ^falfadd f^BT WJ I 





C «ipt 
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(9) ^ gHT m aTFnq ^TFt xWj<KI $ 

arewa. iiiRwkw % w an^*r miRci f^r «ir, t4t Icree $ fcfl? 

^aw^^fopswi WfrwiWH 

ft** Sff* a$t M feFfC $ 60 H^RKT <1*6 : #f*RT ffc*T 

*RT «JT afft ^ f$RT *RT «TT. f^H^I $$t feRC lWltf 

f | 3H$*T $ faf&T 5*Rcfr <1# TFBflcH 4 3mtft, ^Tl ^ TO "Wt 
frWC" «RFWT eR^^TTt. a?WTOT^ffi^ cTFJ, 5 !#^. *Wt ^ 
f&m «RWT y^fcid $ | 

IfHbftifttn ??? WI M fct»te U'HK affcPT xfr? 't*£! eFTT 'Wt I cWfift 
Tlft^afpfrgt "fc$t foWe" ^t OTToft 3ToR <fft *R ^TT WdT t, ?T4 

^ m gw 3 Prufftri **>r 3iwi#n i 

14. qMjaw ^ *?# *£ *th ^ *t4Eni gfr 

*tfcftfoci four wirar % i milferf *^?T *st hh 3i^*f-VH £ *bt 3 t I 

16. TTO airtn *TR*t 3$» 4 ^<H4» 3lfe^^T f»t3J *$> tfofclH M^MKI TPfrft lit vHf^IT | 


wm 

[^^/3/4/3TOmW143/2000] 
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THE GAZETTE OP INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Fact m—S ec. 4] 


3FJ61*-I 

*$Ny»w wt 

1097-98 2001-2002 cT^ aflfc ^TT 4>l4<belrit ^ 3RU 

sta ^iott 

fawV? Wj) 

' ' - . Ill I 1 .11 up_|_ | JM^iL J^inl ...... .1... _ .. ■ — 




87-96 

98-99 

99-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

$IJf 3>T 

2000-01 

2001-02 

nwimn (fttenm ^ 

71.18 

1807 

1800 

19.00 

19.00 

yfttfitr 

cfc wrw 


(1) 5W? 300 









(*> 

will WRTFf 










afl? *teRn 










(1) Tpratormfr 

69.64 

53.70 

54.78 

62.89 

62.89 

15% 

71.66 

71.86 


(H) wrw vpft 

10.63 

10.27 

9.62 

10.45 

10.46 

— 

10.46 

.10.46 


(W) 

10.40 

9.13 

9.40 

10.89 

10.69 

— 

10.89 

10.89 


(hr) 'rfwiw 

0.16 

0.18 

0.20 

0.24 

0.24 

100% 

0.48 

0.48 


4Wi Okhii 

3.46 

5.67 

3.06 

5.06 

6.22 

100% 

9.10 

9.27 


tflffl) 

64-28 

78.95 

77.06 

89.52 

89 69 


102.77 

102.94 


(II) OTRR wra 









© 

TCP/! WPRFT 

36.26 

36.70 

36.70 

40.81 

44.63 


40.81 

44.63 


affr *wk»i 










fttroi 4^ 

2.27 

2.80 

1.75 

1.92 

2.08 


1.92 

2.08 


’jft alW wt 









m 

y*npf WTFO 

20.90 

26.14 

26.26 

27.78 

30.56 


27.78 

30.66 


9HHPT 











60.43 

6464 

63.71 

70.51 

77.27 


70.51 

77.27 


(III) TOi7FTarft#r 

24.85 

14.31 

13.34 

19.01 

12.42 


32.26 

29.67 

: 

TITMf?r t**t aim - 










4c t^T OTO 

5. t8 

389 

1.04 

1.24 

1.37 


1.24 

1.37 

m 

Tnow anWW 

30.04 

18.70 

17 30 

17.77 

11,05 


31.07 

74.30 


5# ^ 

86.13 

63.36 

71.07 

81.96 

83.91 


81.95 

83.91 



18% 

18% 

19.50% 

19.50% 

1960% 


19.50% 

19.60% 

(V) 

cPft $jf ^#T y? aro 

11.90 

11.40 

13.86 

16.98 

16.36 


15.98 

16.36 

(VI) 

WF ®TM 

1.56 

1.26 

0.98 

0.70 

946 


0.70 

0.46 

m 

wfm (V-VI) 

10.34 

10.14 

12.88 

15.28 

15.90 


15.28 

16.90 

(VIII) «fWrn/«^(IV-VI-VII) 

18.14 

6.80 

-1.56 

1.79 

-6.31 


18.04 

7.94 

UfliMt siiii t?j| % 

21.52 

8.61 

-2.02 

2.00 

-5.92 


14.64 

7.7t 

2001-01 #T 2001-02 3fr«?T 





-1.96 



11.17 


: vt'Pv«wfr4 4 ^r^t/4tpt alt^r orcr *tto tot »ranr fr* tnfad f i 
»Tfauj flfir ^ WFJT 3^7 TPPWft 1C*! y^T 13T0T TTjftST ^ f I 












[ VFT m—3TKff4] 


: araiwi 
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v. ir*uftwfl ft ^/‘gtoi ft iWft<i ww 


rm 



argw-ll 

ftiHMHJ MUM •? 

tm -III 

w ftww (wiwrww) 


1007-00 . 

1008-00 

1900-2000 

friT qfo&r 





2000-01 

2001-02 

0) www anw 






0) *WRW WR 

seal.16 

6127.79 

820300 

697820 

597620 

(II) «nfNi «<fc ijsiftw m aiftw 

18.83 

2821 

20.00 

25.00 

26.00 

sq oft* 


816300 

822300 

6000.20 

600020 






<jfft 

OH) «n£ afrrftRrm 






ofl¥ (1) 

8866.00 

6186.00 

822300 

6Q0020 

6000 20 

(100) WWW WWW ** 






(*) aw«p ns^RR wffem? 

187280. 

160683 

129316 

1419.18 

1861.00 

(a) fttpi wi*wi qft wwt 

43.86 

64.04 

11484 

126.77 

13336 

(q) wWwijfiWnf 

23.88 

32.63 

2349 

3124 

3447 

(w) wnww 'jjPwui 

21.67 

1342 

34.86 

3304 

4124 

(o) WMPq 

1323 

20.84 

1284 

1423 

16.66 

(w) www am 

463.78 

614.87 

83681 

80027 

64020 

(w) folJW *EWf JWFT 

40336 

61316 

78820 

838.12 

01363 

fa) WJRH fllHI-O 

70.68 

6020 

8820 

7122 

70.00 

On) w wganft 

1,76 

2.35 

226 

3.14 

3.45 

fa) jHwhjh g»RTW 

114.08 

119.44 

140.00 

164.00 

168.40 


313086 

2087.88 

2984.48 

928231 

3811.20 

00 imw 

00.77 

00.77 

11624 

18620 

166.37 

(HO vwwaj^-Wfl# 

27626 

376.16 

62337 

676.70 

676.70 

— ftwiPffRr aw 






- <*JW *|WflW/ft|llWll 

ft wftmt w ftu 

(ill) wsqwanf-qqnpi# ft mfofl ft) wft t I 







oftf (H) 

349003 

3423.80 

362627 

4126.91 

446327 

Oil) arfWW(W1) 

206888 

173220 

1602.13 

1874 29 

164603 



afeftwft qftwtfr 

7 


OV) ainftir Ww q< www awKww 

148484 

1700.80 

212334 

233837 

2672.87 

(Y) fWw aftftw(lll-lV) 

68372 

—6720 

-82421 

-484.88 

-1026.94 



fftWW v«IWh ft 


(VI) weftlwwior 

18348 

126.36 

9620 

70.73 

46.39 

wn ft www Prtw ariWw 

42727 

-193.68 

—622.41 

-638.41 

-1072.33 

(VII) W4t ff {A W 18%/1»JB% 4) 

168146 

17020 

244.86 

380.74 

440.71 

w?w* anw 






(VIII) w» aft? aw * www PWw ariWlw 

26882 

-363.88 

—88720 

r-028.15 

-1813.04 

WR&W ft 4W ft JlfWhl/*4t 

4.66 

-7.06 

-1380 

-1644 

-25.22 

looo-oi aft? 2001-02 ft ftw aftrw 




-2023 


avrfIW*i ft fin? mrt 

30686 

214.1 2 

26020 

200.00 

289.00 

mm aft? anw ft wwra fww aiftftw 






Oweiinw writ ft ftwO 

66687 

-149.73 

-61720 

-637.16 

-122404 

wftttw aifeftw/wftl 

1088 

-2.79 

-1127 

-10.13 

-10.46 

aooo-oi aft? 2001-02 ft ftw aftww 



* 


-14.80 


** fmv aft 2000-01 3ft? 2001-02 # ftHZ WWW *1*1 «fl WT 1000-2000 aft? 

2000-01 ft 10 UftlfW 'jftyGi H 7 TWT WT ft I 
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3pj*e|-lll 

wn -III 

W. WTRI 'TM'll 3ft? 3PTPFT fan ’ftni/'gflldl tMIJln Cil-'ln (<irS ?nn) 

1997-96 1996—90 1999-2000 ftdT 

2000-01 2001-02 


0) HdlcR 3071 


0) TPpff 3ft? 3PTFW 0? RtjgMfr 

914/11 

874.60 

796.95 

852.02 

862.02 

00 ^r?f o? wgjf 

93.07 

131.62 

142.00 

167.75 

167.75 

010 qm*ptftjf ijRr® q? tneig^ 

133.93 

99.99 

120.00 

132.00 

132.00 

0v) *M <£ ^tPWanr £ fan? imr? 

396.86 

214.12 

260.00 

289.00 

289.00 

(v) Wfcr 

26.78 

2048 

23.66 

26.20 

26.20 

\J4 UTt* 

1694.04 

1340.81 

1332.60 

1466.97 

1466.97 

0iO ^ aft? fo?n 



W* 



Ww 0) 

1694.04 

1340.81 

1332.60 

1466.97 

1466.97 

01)0) UtHoH MWd ** 






(4>) »MTIcf «hl4 Mufffi 

12.26 

0.08 

28.86 

29.66 

32.60 

(w) Tepflr to, <pfaifWt fanfrui 






1?7r UHIcM 

106.63 

137.04 

23583 

269.41 

286.36 

fo) tTof ^r, ?>W fane a>T irtiicH 






TJTT 

26.42 

33.76 

31.68 

34.74 

38.21 

(o) tot aft? tnEt w ®ra 

113.11 

181 64 

112.05 

173.26 

136.68 

(d) !mRH <pf ?fPTFq 

33.01 

49.19 

63.43 

68.77 

64.66 

d? oto ** 

290.32 

382.60 

459.75 

505.73 

556.30 

00 *JpTOW 

22.49 

23.41 

29.91 

35.59 

34.28 

010 

-31.08 

9.41 

40.61 

62.89 

62.89 

toiPr?fa» mt*t 






arj«« gri^fw / <5Urt=nft 

it ?iftrat H4 ?to 

011} '?wun > M l K n tf A ?nPtM # 1 

1 

jow 






^ 00 

281.73 

416.42 

630.17 

604.21 

663.47 

011) «fato 0-11) 

1312.31 

926.39 

802.43 

861.77 

812.60 



3(fcilW *t 



0V) airtftd jwt wiir aroftwro 

69.73 

87.24 

11Z73 

124.00 

136.40 

(V) fton arfitto 011-lV) 

1242.68 

838.16 

686.70 

737.76 

676.10 



fanjcT 3lftto3 HRfltf-1 


(VI) W0 T? *tfF5T 






wnor *> wnw faw?f ajfarto 

124258 

838.15 

689.70 

737.76 

676.10 

(VII) ?Pft ^ ^5ft»R 18%/19.5% # 

122.58 

114.08 

133.75 

160.80 

159.14 

tf? *R 3071 






(VIII) mra 3lt? arm <£ PWcf ajSrtW 

1120.00 

724.07 

65686 

578.97 

616.96 

ufartid ^ wt H arffcito/?^ 

70.26 

54.00 

41.72 

39.36 

36.26 

2000-01 3fR 2001-02 $ fan? aftTTd 




37.31 


WH 3ft? 3(14 *£> WIIB 3(ftfl4 






awettfihr jmrcT ^ ftdT 

723.16 

509.96 

306.96 

287.97 

22796 


60.40 

45.26 

2826 

24.47 

19.37 

20 O 6 01 aft? 2001-02 ^ fan? afrmr 




2192 



** ^WI<H ^ 2000-01 3ft? 2001-02 ^ fan? WM1 MW fit W ^JMH W*WC 1999-2000 (WWW) aft? 

2000-01 0? 10 flftHRT + 10 Uftltkl ofrpv? H'lWI TOT f I 






[HTTin—-gFT4] 


MTO Tfn TTJTTO : <tH<UI«4K u l 


31 




^?TRT 

m ill 


w. itafn^r ■& fcni tfm/ijfouT ittfa ct ciura farm (?ror *ro) 



1997—98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

ft^T tfTOfo 

2000-01 2001-02 

0) TOTcR 3TR 






0) iftafafpf w TOT^F 

906.36 

813.22 

819.90 

956.88 

996.89 

to 

906.38 

813.22 

819.90 

956.89 

866.89 

(BO ^ afrr 1%Nfo? 





$14? 

^0 

wW (1) 

906.38 

813.22 

819.90 

966.89 

966.89 

(HXJ) ireiH^ cfTTCT ** 






(*) 

&33 

6.89 

3-10 

3.41 

3.76 

(w) aiPropR 

4622 

66.43 

eiae 

68.06 

74j88 

CO HTTWH V* OWT-q 

2.18 

1.77 

1.18 

iao 

143 

to oft? ** 

86.73 

63.09 

66.14 

72.76 

80.03 

(SO *jy«rtrM 

4.04 

3.77 

3.94 

828 

aoo 

Oil) T3wwn#-Tiw?»^ 

-33,44 

-18.36 

-10.28 

3.79 

3.79 

- 'ftfliPi^fTf cf]*r 






anpnr yraH/^hjcrfi 

it TOIrat to (lil) TOTO3rcf-TOro£ ^ ?nf*ra ^ # 

1 

«>nlft*ii<n jpwr 






oft* (11) 

27.33 

48.90 

99.80 

84.82 

91.91 

(ill) (l-ll) 

879.06 

764.72 

760.10 

872.07 

864.98 



3 TfTOifr 



(IV) amfter jfar to wtfo Turffcro 

1868 

2277 

22.04 

26.23 

27.76 

(V) ITOh zfoim (lll-IV) 

860.47 

741.96 

737.16 

846.83 

83722 



ftror «8rtiw 3 Tforcfa 


(VI) tkpH to «ncr 






♦HM i WW Piflrt 

880.47 

741.96 

737.16 

846.8(3 

83722 

(VII) ppO 5 ^ 'jjsft <rc ia%/io. 5 % tfT 

49.68 

47.88 

4744 

64.39 

65.62 

TO TO 300 






(VIII) *0F3 aft? 3TO # mow fTOeT 

810.79 

694.07 

689.72 

782.48 

771.70 

wf?WRT 3lfiWh/^ift 

89.48 

86.36 

84.12 

81.77 

80.66 

2000-01 aftr 2001-02 $ ftnj 3ftro 




8121 



** TjMWRT £ *»TO> 2000-01 3ft? 2001-02 £ fcRf TOToR WTOeft WT ^HH fW 1999 -2300 (rtWlD) aft? 

2000-01 W 10 UfrWKT + 10 UftTOff cTTWT TOT t I 
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3FJ*J-V 


m -HI 


v. ■*rt*nrR°T fir? ft wro (tow (hw wwj) 



1007-06 

1066-00 

1166 2000 

ffcrrqftwfa 

2800-01 2001-02 

ft*wfwft?wr 
2000-01 2001-02 

0) mn?maiw 








(1) *l»R»r ft ftni ftpow 

1883 

1842 

y>pn 

2400 

24 JO 

4640 

4640 

b? aftf 

18.83 

18.42 

20.00 

2420 

24 JO 

4840 

4640 







2640 

2&4Q 

(iii) *rc£ aft? ffc?nj 



Xpi 


W 


IF* 

sffc (1) 

16.83 

1842 

20.00 

24 JO 

24 JO 

48.40 

4640 

(11)0) HWKWWTO** 








(*} *rtepnft wwm 

18.68 

14.74 

030 

033 

0.36 

033 

0.38 

fS) BWRFT lift W*TW WTO. 

4.47 

4J0 

an 

0.12 

0.13 

0.12 

0.13 

'J? oftf ** 

23.16 

10.00 

0.41 

0.46 

0.50 

0.46 

030 

(B) *iW*W 

7.01 

20.60 

31.17 

32.18 

32.18 

32.18 

3218 

010 Tiwpwnf-^wpi^ 

3.77 

302 

306 

430 

430 

430 

4.30 

- ftnWjRrfflW 








- 31-JffB yitIW/ftWft 

ft *w fto ($ i?wj*r#- 1 !wfr# ft \ 


- w#>wro jnro 








oft* 01) 

33.93 

54.52 

35.86 

3702 

37.07 

37.02 

37.07 

(HI) aiftftn 0-10 

-iaio 

-36.10 

-1666 

-1232 

-12.87 

1138 

1133 



JWW H mH 


2604 

2638 

0V) anftfeirwtttf 








WTO*! WlffcTO 

0.38 

662 

407 

636 

680 

6.38 

630 

(V) ftro 3ilWK 0H-IV) 

-27.48 

-44.72 

—20.43 

-1018 

—1678 

002 

644 



ftTO ft fttatfa 


2646 

2687 

(VI) *pft w »nw 





^6 



WW ^ Mf*lltl PpR! 3lfcftf 

-27.48 

-4472 

-2043 

-1618 

-1670 

60S 

644 

(VII) ?nft pH m 18 %/ 








108% w w *?? aro 

348.68 

332.46 

344.70 

377.17 

38230 

377.17 

36230 

(VIII) wnot 3ft? 3TW ft TTORT 








fpTH arftftv 

-374.16 

—377JO 

-36522 

-30634 

-401.00 

-371.14 

—370B6 

HfftWT 3 ffW|?/Wft 

-2363.61 

-2047 70 

-182612 

-1633.66 

-1867J8 

-766.82 

-77682 


2000-01 3ft? 2001-02 

ft ftnr aftror —I646.48' - 772.72 


** ft vcm ftrftrf*? 2000-01 aft? 2001-02 ft flu* wrr w*Rft w ^jrfyrR ***** 1000-2000 (rtxao) aft? 

2000-01 *1? to h Kwri ufty g? wnor tot I i 
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v. ft*rcf fft?nr ft fon ftur/^ffcn 'ft ftftRta 


Him 

n*r ¥3ii) 



appta-VI 

*07^*113 3x73 

jnra -III 

F HPTtT fof?"I (o 


1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 






2000-01 

2001-02 

0) yuRHH am 






WU'fl'd ^JHkac ft flpft ift 

9.19 

13.45 

1500 

18.00 

16.00 

'rtWT'jft ftfWJT 

175.92 

389 12 

572.74 

612.40 

82091 

wft ^fte vr ffewn 

63.47 

86.06 

9000 

90.00 

90.00 

ft* fft'rarr 

2.84 

1.79 

6.00 

6.80 

6.90 

?HRtT *>T ffcWlT 

10.75 

13.44 

18.50 

18.50 

1050 

Wlcfft ft ft)?WI 

17.74 

18.42 

20.00 

22.00 

2200 

ft&ift ft f^nj jpir 

7.50 

004 

8.00 

aoo 

aoo 

fafon 3TRI 

66.99 

38.48 

61.01 

88.02 

88.02 


344.40 

587.07 

779.26 

828.42 

846.93 

00 ^ aft? ffttfc 

*Jr* 


^3 



«iW 0) 

344.40 

667.07 

7? 9.26 

829.42 

846.93 

000) JraRRcIPRf** 



306.2b 



(*) 3iwFftm ?wr<!ft 

12128 

161.70 

7326 

80.69 

88.64 

(s0 w* ft ft fere wh 

22.10 

39.72 

10.92 

1201 

1321 

(»t) wwf* 'gftunj 

19.44 

20.84 

9.93 

10.92 

12.02 

(U) 5RTRH if* WHK1 

39.20 

38.12 

30 26 

43.18 

47.49 

** 

202.02 

247.38 

133.36 

146.70 

161.37 

01) «pTfW 

28.17 

32.83 

36.63 

3926 

40.14 

0iO V , b<!*WII$-1!Wtf 

29.09 

39.10 

34.66. 

49.89 

49.89 

ft<llA$£l cTT*T 






arps yraR/iftTiWft 

ft Tlfftqt 33 ftO 010 <W*3It£ TJ^I3t ft TIlfftcT ft) 3ft t 

1 

— 4>l4Ptal<l*1 U't'MfK 






^1* 00 

256.28 

319.11 

203.58 

236.68 

281.10 

010 3rf*tfK0-IO 

88.12 

247.96 

575.70 

593.87 

594.83 



aftftwft 3fftrfa 



0V) irftr ir wihi o,HR«m 

169.06 

234.34 

268.74 

284.61 

313.08 

(V) ffcra 3ifoft* 0II-IV) 

-80.93 

13.62 

316.96 

309.28 

281.78 



fftTO 30ftft*ft 3fftlft3 


(VI) ; sc n ff T r? «ir 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

WIFiT ft TTflTRT f^RPT 3rfft^T 

-80.93 

13.62 

316.96 

30826 

281.78 

(VIO tflft 5ft 'jft W 18%/19.5% ft) 

346.50 

349.31 

410.03- 

48270“ 

502.55 

*7 37 an* 






2000-01 3fl? 2001-02 ft f?H! #?T<T 






(VHI)WTW 3ft? 3173 ft 3T3J7T f^RcT 

-427.43 

-338.89 

-93.07 

-17344 

-220.79 

flt?mcr ft w ft art^/^ftr 

-124.11 

-59.20 

-11.94 

-20.91 

-26.10 





-23.61 


(VIII) ®TR 3ft? 3TR 3) 'nrqid f-^qd 3lfi£|ft* 

-427.43 

-335.69 

-93.07 

-173.44 

-220.79 

ft WefT (bmi 



474.00 

324.00 

324.00 




-567.07 

-497.44 

-544.79 

Hl?)*ld ft 753 ft 3lRlft3/3Jft) 



-185.77 

-9842 

-104.38 

2000-01 3ft? 2001-02 ft fift? 3frm 





-101.40 


'* ^jfWW ft v&fi ftr 2000-01 3ft? 2001-02 ft JTmfR cTPlftt 3PT 3>*m 1999-2000 (ft03K)) 3ft? 

JQpO—01 W 10 nfb%l d d'll^l ‘iw ft I 


1658 < 31 / 2000—-6 
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♦Ifcytiq ^ITO £ <Ff*TH $ FTF afa YTflt ^ ftw ^ ^ 

3FJFN ^wWim ft>FT W # :- 



FFT-H. FIF F> 



tnesijoq> 

1. 4c<f> <*>| 4 fi 

cTF 

?6F 


arro/ftrafa 

*0 


WJ 

34. 

3RT2T 3RWT ftPlftV F Ff 

30.00 



•TFT—11, (9 4 TJ» 

y^^*> * 

^8 3FFFF> 3fR 

4. Ftf TO 9 F7 TFT3to?F3t eTRT pTflfa 


?FT 

F^pt f>t ftqyui 

aTFTTcT/f^FrfiT 


yftf cJF FT FT3^ •TFT ftFf F? 
Wf ^ 

TR 

cfl5 3JFTO 

64.40 


ef1?-3FFf^ $^*T 

66.89 @ 

110.46 # 

126.36 $ 


* 'W'KIF BFR’P & I 


5 @ (i) cfl?—3W^ Asrlct+I ^ WS'MH ^ Icivi TjfcT ^F ’ZJT titl^ •TFT ^ foFJ 68.88 

wj $\ 3to <& arafr ^ iffriF emit vTFpft i 

# 00 cT#F q>r (^JFT faqfa iflF5T<M £ f*F0 eft* 3FIW $ FlcmilF 

fcFJ TlftT SF FT FFT <f> fcF* 118.46 <T? ^» 3TtfH 

?T ^ cT3> ^ f^yitll TT5T F>I apjfa ^ f?Ff <?TF£ eVTl I 

$ (iii) irh ^ wt 3 ofte- 3 nreq> ^ f#f fiftort feFv T yfo uf ft 

FF^ FFT F> f^F* 125.36 WJ g5t F? f^TcFT? ^T F# ft>FFT TRT # 

^Nft fftt| vjmr»fr i 








[vmin—ir^4j 


WWTHm : 'WCT«fRU| 
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fegftffr 6 cfa-3RRg> $ URf^ eTCff 3fR atR^fn cfc TPTR Wm. 5.40 W? yfcT cT^T 

2.70 W ^ifcT ^ ^ ^ derate MldWlPUil ^ ^RTclfac^i ^ ^ f?RT 

I 

(vJM 4«W ^ TjWf ^wff SNT fa<1*4R1996 $ ^RFT *TRcT ^ MH^il TOcW ^TFTTeTO ^ 
W TOFR STeff ^R ^ftFR <i§t «Sf |) 


^^)3 


WI-II, ^3 ^ 
5. ^5 4<*t> tt>I 4 i1 


BR 

TO) 

f^JTOT 

^7 

^9k«| 41 *je*I *R 

JjpTTFJTTR yfiWcT 

Rrafa 



7. 

3H7T5T ^ itfl M *& 

0.20 



<R 

#3?T^ *R 

■JefltyHN yfcRRT 

w 

4. 

arnrsT ftf% ^ 3»t ^ 

0.20 


TR ^0 4 


’TFT—II, <3'ft 75 
WTcT 


feoRft :— 

1. W^'lTOI 3>t 3?R <*j| 4 9>K°I *1 *R 9>^’i'f ^ Wllicl'( u l ^ fa 1 ? 3>Rf TOTFricRR SPTR 

^ cFTFTT vjTFFTT I 

^fa*IFT fa^7 *W#^ef ^H^l', %Rfa^ $ -WlPM ^Tef aft? ‘q ldqfafr £ 
'Wlftrl i\ #FT 7fTcT ^'T^f ^ foR »i*l«OT wfa 4R^ MRd a todH 

3Rlfa Tfr (2) *T$tt trt\ | 


2. 
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77 Tfc 5 

7FT-II, ^ 7 



ftft 1 !, ‘TRJFTTft' 3?f? Midi 77 T feT7 u I IfHN 

(7>) T^TTDT ^5 3?[7 7T7WT ^ 


7>7 

fft77«( 

77 * 

710 


WJ 

1. 

41ri^ci Tt^r ft Tier 7 «ipt $ fen? fcRpn 

240/- 

2. 

%-^HT^T T'rgt ft Tdft TTd 7777 ^ feEJ fftRTTT 

* 10 fftd 7T T37I^ 717 7ft 3(7tSr 3> fed? flfft 10 TftftlcR 7T 
B7T& TFT T^tcR 

180/- 


feVft : 

fii) (g>) 77 7b i aft? 2 ft 'vftodfed Tfe fftRun 73 d Tdft w ftrcTd'iFi $ 

PFHfeiRSicT cffJFdl I fft.*?Je7> fftTTft ft 7fft7T7, 7> 

wwi wr <ft ]> k-iRneH fftcm Tnfftei % afR ft^m arsrfft 7733 ft 

7>t Hlfcr £ JTRdto fftd 3(2171 7SJH £ 3T!7cFT <£ fftd ft 7>ft dR-ft t> I 


ft:?Jo3> ted : 3TTORT - 03 fftd 

fft*ftcT 07 fftd 


fe«Mr (viii) 7 ft ?emi ttett % 1 


(g) qfft fft>7T7T/ f^RIdF 

JR 

f^Rur 

77 


7b 


W? 


1. 

fftFbVTft 3fl7 3F7 

10/- 

6 7^ 3ff^7» 773 10 fcH ^ feH? wlcl 


7J?T7777> 7> fed? 


60 f&OTIO 7T ^7(77 TFT wfcrfftd 


*jfft f^TTOT 





12/- 

11 ft 3(fft7> 773 15 fctd ^ feFJ flfcf 




50 teno 7i vJTrar tft 



16/- 

16 PH ft StfiW 7> feEJ jftcl 60 fftx)tJ(U 


— — ■ ■—■— ■.._ .. -. 


7T TTTfTJT TFT trfftfftF 1 


77 (g) 77 femuft 


^r. 77 71 (g) 7^ 3EFfa fftTTT 6 77ft fftTTT TTft dlftft, fftRlft 7fft7T7, <ft , 

3(77771 #7 W( 7> %-W71d7 fftTTf TTTfftd 7$ % 3&7 7S ftm 7>Fft ^ 
cHtf \JdNft 3W7T fftfTT Hid aftcFT $7>d \iaiVI *171 vj'HT? 7T7 Tift dR{ft I 





[wiin—■ ot* 43 

^^TTTV,it.^wr.g«..t.rrX^^^^^M 
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^^06 

to-ih, «te ^ 

WKT fa?T?T 

L «ottd «W ftRTOT 



TOf faTO^T 

*b ; 

TO * 

VI? tfa 

• 



0 ) 

TO? £ #8IW £ 

64.00 

*f[pfrm ?fa? cfT^r (tprt 7f?r tfi$«t>?). 


fa? *cftcl TO 


?n*fa ere *rw>r ?gf$ to, 




WtHI fatoe?df »jft | 

00 

- - 

68.67 

*iNfflH TOR aft? WFHT | 

OH) 

~U#- 

14.67 

“V 0 ' 

*ft?»JWq H^milHI % 3TPt *jfa ?> fa? 1 


* (lO fa*1 Tff 7JFT 5ft 3|5jft[ <|> 

fa? ?fa io 4*f<¥iTO *n to# to # fa?) 


<»»wfcra to aft? 3 fu <i wraH # fa? 


TOR ^*r TO WWtf^T 1&rf> 

tot 

faTO?I 

TO ** 


?fc> 


V?? 


0 ) 

TO*rfro wft aft? srj 

292/- 

jfrcgrw stf? aft? *m#V A wm 


?i?TO3ft?fr fa? TOH 


URT ??f? TO | 


_ - . \I . ■■ - 

*jpt to ?j^y 



00 

- - 

232/- 

jfrcyrra; te<3»# toft aft? iw i 


** yfcT ^«8? TO W TO $ 

fa? ?fa io vfate? m to# to # fen? \ 


ffrqdft : 

1. awrefor ^ wrr^Trf, ^ 

fa? TO Jpft*T fa? ^ ^ *TFl3 A ?TRT«I we ^xR *R *ifcgnw «flfr 3fa *ITFf?f 

*f TO Ufa <M"TO TO ^T TOfa *tf*T ^ fa? flfcMO ^ftro W TO# to «fc fa? 
292/-?*?? I 

2 . 3nsrtfta yfasH, fiSra$ fa? 5i# to to 3>^tr/$ftiT t, %$ ?*?tott? w^ «fc 

fa? *jf*tTO anr#H fa? srfa $ TOct * *fk^iw! tott?t ato wht *t to uRr 

cfccRTO TO W TOfa TO ^ fa? ?fa 10 ^MlTO ?T TO# TO $fa? 232/-WJ 

w I 
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*f cT%/l]tf ^ HV**RT 
3WHT ^ 3FH ^t4 $ 
JPtfrSRRf 

TRH 

wraf 4 m/^RBRT 4 >l 4 fllcn 
^ 30W wifar $ fen? 

to ^ %*fct«»r #nail tfr «ft?R 
3n* ter £ wftn $ %nj 

(•p) qifofrq* wfoiH ^ 


(a) u4#k»h Sg 


^ * 
WJ ^ 


260.00 


43 JO 


30.00 


20.00 


111. wiffSraw hhr 


y% w/uwfr 

tot %n? nftt io yWte^ 

in *ift $ f$nj i 


Hfa^Wte*. Trft 

^TqW <fc fcTl* *R if 

10,000/-WJ 

irfSnj*^^. ^ 

utRfr>T 1> 1^ ir ^ 

^m*T 2,000/-wj 



*tfcg»mr sift, 9R*iMfe-*rro A ter # %j qiMfiww imR 300 /- 

%g*M, |^w<S ^cfHt 3frr 1HHT *f ter £ fcKJ wfffcWR UHR 100/- 

%*yrrcr twwfiwH ^> ai% gfe ^ foi; w tffap ft im 26/- 


te’ORn 


**r u^roH fcg ter «t qr^Mdi?^ qft rfarf sfR £ wr *f 

so (tfta) ^%Wte* g<f ww £ *reff »irt tfr ftm $ &jr ffcm umr i 


11% TO 3T »TT»T ^ fen? Wfcf 10 wf4l<H ^T 13*T$ TO $ fcR I 











[vm hi—« rw4] 


vror w tfjh* : 
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*TC -flO 8 

feg*TW VrW $ <Rf <# W& 3?ft <£ fe^»T A cfrf iR fedfofacT feqfelt 

YIlfeT ^TTcfr t : 

1. JUfeffll few ^ fej *R 24 nfcTCffi life* 3ft ^RXR 

«rra 3 >t ijimw ^tt i 

2. fl’tft VWl't XRl*l few % 3ft viiift 3Teft Qfmft XR 34 yfrRlcT Eferf 3ft 33 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 12th June, 2000 

No. TAMP/4/2000-MOPT.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48,49 and 50 of 
the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the 
proposal of the Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) for revision of charges relating to cargo handling, 
warehousing and estate rentals, as in the Order appended hereto. 

Tarl-ff Authority for Major Ports 
Case No. TAMP/4/2000-MQPT 

The Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) ... Applicant 

Q. B .. BL J 5.R 

(Passed on this 2nd day of June 2000 ) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust 
(MOPT) about revision of wharfage on general cargoes, containers, POL, iron ore 
handling charges at berth No.9 - Mechanical Ore Handling Plant (MOHP), rent on open 
plots, storage charge* container sheds and Warehouses, way leave charges and 
Railway rates. 

2. The MOPT has stated that while considering the revision of tariffs it had 
held three rounds of discussions with representatives of the GMOEA and other port 
users before submitting the proposal to its Board. The Board of Trustees of the MOPT 
considered the proposal in its meeting held on 29 December 99 and approved it. 

3. The Port had revised these charges more than three years ago; and, 
therefore, a further revision is overdue. Assuming a nominal inflation @ 4% per annum 
and assuming that the rates cannot be revised for the next three years, the Port has 
argued that the increase due to inflation over a six-year period works out to 24%. It has, 
therefore, proposed to revise the charges by 25%. The Port has also pointed out that 
while improving efficiency of the Mechanical Ore Handling Plant (MOHP) due to various 
developments, the operating expenditure of the port has gone up; and, it will continue to 
go up considerably on account of more payments towards electricity charges, wage 
revision settlement, liability on arrears towards pension and gratuity and a number of 
developmental works being carried out by the Port. 

4. The percentages of increases in major items proposed by the MOPT are 
as given below: 


(0- 

Iron ore and pellets (Exported 
through MOHP at berth No.9) 

25% 

(ii). 

General cargo and Ore (other than 
berth No. 9) 

25% 

(Hi). 

Container traffic 

- Ad valorem basis with a 



minimum of Rs. 2500/- per 
TEU and a maximum of Rs. 
6000/-per TEU. 
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(iv). 

Wharfage on POL 

25% 

(V). 

Warehouse and storage 

100% 

(Vi). 

Railway rates 

100% 

(vii). 

Estate rental rates including way - 
leave 

100% 


5. In actordance with the procedure prescribed, the proposal of the MOPT 

was circulated among various users / representative bodies of users. The comments 
received from them are summarised below: 

The Mormugoa Stevedores’ Association 

(i) . Income from cargo handling and storage, Railway working and Estate 

rentals do not represent proper trend of general cargo because such 
cargo were limited on account of suspension of railway services for 
conversion of rail lines from 1994 to 1998. The present trend of general 
cargo has increased manifold; and, this trend will continue for the coming 
years. 

(ii) . The revision of 25% in wharfage on general cargo is on the higher side. 

Even in the previous revision, wharfage was quite heavy on certain 
cargoes and any further increase in the wharfage of low priced cargo will 
be a heavy burden on the ra\A^ material like coke/coal used by Steel 
industries. 

(iii) . The projected financial deficit showrj in respect of Warehousing is not 

correct. If a proper traffic projection is made the revision to the extent of 
100% increase is not warranted. 

(iv) . The increase to the extent of 100% for Railway working is not warranted 

as it will be an additional burden on low priced light weight cargoes like 
coke/coal. 

(v) . The projected Estate rentals show an average deficit of 26.42%. While, 

the income is kept constant, the expenditure has been Increased. In the 
previous revision also this item was increased by 100%. If proper 
projection of cargo is taken into account, a further revision to the extent of 
100% is not warranted. 

(vi) . The existing pattern of charging open plot rent on the basis of calendar 

month or part thereof need to be changed-to smaller period of 10 days or 
part thereof and proportionate charges tocbe made applicable for the 
actual space utilised. The present system is resulting in paying two 
months charges even for few days if cargo is shifted on the last day of the 
preceding month and cleared in the beginning of the following month. 
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The Mormugao Ship? Agents’ Association 

(i) . General cargo activities were at a low level for the last 4-5 years due to 

conversion of railways. Since the conversion is now complete, the general 
cargo has picked up for the last 1V 2 years and the volume will further 
increase in the coming years with the steel and other industries. This will 
help to generate more revenue to the MOPT under various Income Heads. 

(ii) . While the Port has to get return on their Capital Employed and to generate 

funds for development of infrastructural facilities, it is apprehended that 
any additional burden put on the trade at this stage may shy away some of 
the traffic from this port, resulting in reduction in cargo volumes and the 
number of ships calling to the port which in turn may have a cumulative 
negative effect on the port revenue. 

(ill). Availability of only two general cargo berths results invariably in 
demurrage on account of pre-berthing delays. An increase in the cargo 
related charges to the extent suggested in the proposal coupled with the 
rising demurrage bills will increase the landing / handling costs which may 
result in looking out for other viable / cheaper alternatives. 

Indian National Shipowners’ Association 

(i) . Iron ore has remained the main contributor to the revenue of the MOPT. 

The proposed increase of 25% on cargo handling and storage which also 
includes iron ore appears to be on the higher side. 

(ii) . The steep increase proposed for railway working and increase in wharfage 

charges on containers will certainly put a heavy burden on users. 

(iii) . In the present context of globalisation, liberalisation and privatisation, a 

Port has to become competitive and user-friendly by keeping in mind the 
trade pattern, not only at Indian Ports but also at the International Ports in 
the matter of productivity and tariff structure. Minor Ports are coming up 
all over India in a big way. The MOPT has a nearby minor port ‘Panjim 
Port’ which is competing in iron ore shipments. The MOPT, therefore, will 
have to keep in mind development of such minor port while proposing 
increase in their rates. 

(iv) . The two general cargo berths presently available at the MOPT are without 

any facility of cargo handling equipment such as crane, heavy lifts, etc. 
On the other hand import of coal, coke, steel slabs are on the Increase 
and limited number of berth have resulted In delay in berthing. The 
vessels which are to be berthed have to be equipped with their own gears 
including grabs which increase the freight rate for providing such ships at 
the Mormugao Port. 
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(v) . Delay in berthing of vessels at these general cargo berths are resulting in 

the incidence of demurrage for some vessels to be paid by the cargo 
receivers which is again added to the cost of the general cargo being 
handled at the MOPT. 

(vi) . There is an increase in general cargo traffic due to introduction of the 

broad-gauge railway. There is also increase in the export of general cargo 
like alumina, etc., which is coming by road by trucks. This will contribute 
to an increase in revenue of the MOPT. 

(vii) . The MOPT will have to take the above facts into consideration if the Port 

has to maintain the increase of export and import. The Port may increase 
wherever possible the wharfage on cargoes, estate rentals and railway 
working to the extent which the trade can bear. 

(viii). The revision of Port charges, wharfage etc., shall be made every year or 
two years, if required. In the present circumstances, a proposal of the 
MOPT may take about 4 year being finally approved by the Authority even 
though the Government guidelines stipulate to revise the Port charges 
every three years. 

Qoa Mineral Ore Exporters’ Association (GMOEA) 

(i) . The request of the users for furnishing various data / clarifications have 

not been complied with by the MOPT (or vague / insufficient data / 

clarifications have been given) and in the absence of- the same, it is very 
.difficult to have meaningful dialogue in this regard. 

(ii) . The MOPT had first proposed the increase in tariff (e.g. 18% in respect of 

MOHP) on the basis of average increase in total operating expenditure 

over the last three years. The Port users opined that such a basis is 
unheard, without considering the volume of business in the past as well as 
in the future. The MOPT has tried to justify this proposal by showing 
some projections for 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 keeping 1998-1999 
(actuals) as the base year (i.e. 100) and giving an increase of 20% in 
1999-2000, 10% in 2000-2001 and 8% in 2001-2002 in expenditures 
(only) cumulatively. 

(iii) . It is difficult to understand wide variation in projections which occurs only 

when the projections are made to justify a pre-conceived increase in tariff. 
The management and general expenses for MOHP in 2001-02 originally 
projected as Rs.27.80 crores has been changed to Rs.34.50 crores now. 
The users objected this in the meeting held on 10 November 99. The 
huge difference between the projected expenditure and actuals only 
substantiate that the MOPT calculations are biased for increase in tariff 
only. Some abnormal non-recurring expenditure like dredging is being 
charged in the base year of 1999-2000 which should T be kept out while 
making the projections. 
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(iv) . The projections do not make any rational assumptions and hence the 

assumed increase of 20%, 10% and 8% in expenditure for next three 
years is highly debatable. 

(v) . The MOPT has refused to give the actuals as well as projections for ail 

activities. It is not known what is preventing the MOPT from giving these 
calculations. 

(vi) . During the discussion on 10 November 99 the Chairman revised the 

proposal for MOHP from 18% to 35% on the basis of projections for next 
three years. However, for other activities where on the basis of same 
projections the tariff will require to be revised downwards. The MOPT has 
not taken into account the much publicised philosophy of “what the trade 
can bear”. 

(vii) . In the proposal the increase has been changed to 25% in case of MOHP 

on the basis of “what the traffic can bear” which is totally subjective and 
devoid of any objective analysis. 

(viil). The MOPT has not replied to our query on why the tariff on transhipped 
cargo shall continue. 

(lx). The MOPT has not shown the components of capital employed to the 
users. 

(x) . The MOPT can not ask the users to pay more and more when it goes on 

accumulating its cash balance in fixed deposit with banks. 

(xi) . Since the return of 12% ( or 18%) includes interest on capital employed, 

the interest paid on loans needs to be added back to surplus revenue 
account. This is a basic flaw in all calculation of the MOPT. 

(xii) . If a capital employed does not have an IRR of 18%, such investment shall 

not be made. In MOPT the capital investment decision seems to follow 
the reverse path - first decided how much to Invest and where, then it is 
added to capital employed and then return is looked forward by tariff 
increase. 

(xiii). The capital employed given by the MOPT needs to include port and dock 
facilities for past actuals as well as future projections to see the 
arithmetical accuracy and efficacy of such increase envisaged in capital 
employed. 

(xiv). In the absence of transparency in calculations of capital employed, it is 
difficult to ascertain whether the MOPT has shown the average of opening 
and closing capital employed or simply the year end figures since in the 
later case, nobody can expect to earn revenue during the year. 
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(xv) . The comparison with other ports shall be done in all aspects and not for 

only showing the percentage of increase proposed. 

(xvi) . In the case of vessel related charges, the TAMP had given a straight 

increase of 11% alongwith a scheme of ELT. It is not clear whether the 
MOPT is propagating ELT for cargo related charges also. 

(xvii). If the inflation is considered to be 4% per annum, by no stretch of 
imagination, the MOPT can ask for the cost plus concept for revising the 
rates now for the cost that will be incurred three years after. 

(xviii). The MOPT is assuming that demurrage at 1996 level is the normal cost 
element for the exporters and any benefit of reduction shall be shared with 
the MOPT, which is an irrational surmise. 

(xix) . Inland transport, Port charges, etc., are Individual elements of cost for the 

exporters and after seeing the overall cost only, an exporter decides to 
continue the business. Therefore, it is totally illogical to compare only one 
or two elements of cost of an exporter of Chennai and that of Mormugao. 
While inland transportation cost of Goa exporter is definitely cheaper than 
the Chennai exporter, the other costs are disproportionately higher for 
other factors like high mining cost, low realisation and higher proportion of 
lumps. 

(xx) . In view of above, there is no justification for any increase of cargo related 

charges by the MOPT. 

IWIAER3K INDIA LIMITED 

(i) . The proposal submitted by the MOPT may be disapproved by the TAMP, 

(ii) . Maersk Sealand is the only container carrier that continues to call at the 

MOPT. The increase in cost at the MOPT will not be beneficial to the 
trade in general and may well result in further diversion of cargo to other 
ports. 

(iil). The current low inflation and the growth in the business cycle justified 
reduction in interest rates. The proposal with an interest rate of 12% will 
definitely result in increase in tariff rate. The TAMP may consider a 
notional interest earning on the cash surplus generated from the operation 
before arriving at the increase in the cost of the services. 

(iv). While revising the tariff the port has considered the principle of "what 
trade can bear". However, in practice, the Port has not followed the 
same. The Port has agreed that the wharfage on a box rate will be 
Rs.5025/ TEU. However, it is not clear how the Port increased the box 
rate from Rs.5025/ TEU to Rs.6000/ TEU. 
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(v) . The Port has hired a reachstacker without consulting the users and is 

charging Rs.16,200/- per shift to the shipping lines. Since shipping lines 
cannot solely depend on this equipment, they are forced to make their 
own arrangements and are unwilling to hire the reachstacker. This results 
in under utilisation of reachstacker and the trade has to pay for the loss. 
In order to mitigate this loss and bring down the wharfage rate, It is 
suggested that the Port should discontinue this arrangement. 

(vi) . The change from ‘ad valorem ’ to box rate has severely affected some of 

the customers. At the existing rates of Rs.30/- per tonne for metal, the 
wharfage works out to approximately Rs.600/ TEU and as per the new 
tariff, the wharfage works out to Rs.6000/ TEU, which shows 900% 
increase. At present, seafood is charged at the rate of 0.02% of the CIF 
value of the cargo and the average works out to Rs.600/ TEU where as in 
the proposed rate, as per minimum clause, the rate charged will be 
Rs.2500/ TEU (an increase of 317%) which is unjustified and 
unwarranted. This will result in diversion of cargo to other ports like 
Nhava Sheva where an all-inclusive handling charge is Rs.3000/ TEU. 
The Port may revise its cost calculations and reduce the wharfage on 
containers to a bare minimum limit. 

(vii) . In the guidelines issued by the TAMP (Item No.38.1) it was stated that the 

Ports have been adopting a practice of levying charges separately on 
'container' and ‘containerised cargo’. Charging wharfage separately in 
this manner amounts to duplication and TAMP may examine the propriety 
of this practice and prescribe a justifiable system. The Port shall charge 
ground rent only on container and not on the cargo. 

M/s. Asplnwall & Company Limited 

(i) . The MOPT has proposed a box rate for wharfage includes with a minimum 

rate of Rs.2500/ TEU and a maximum rate of Rs.6000/TEU. A substantial 
proportion of cargo presently moving through the MOPT Is already 
specified in the scale of Rates and the wharfage is charged on a per ton 
basis. If wharfage on these commodities are to be calculated according to 
the value, the same will be astronomical figures when compared to the 
present rate. 

(ii) . Commodities already specified in the tariff schedule shall remain 

untouched and box rate may be fixed on par with other ports. 

(iii) . The MOPT does not provide any facilities like shed, lock fast 

arrangements for valuable cargoes and personal effects nor any labour 
handling for containers or cargo including stuffing, and/or destuffing of 
import/export containers. All these are arranged by the shipping lines. A 
“quid pro quo” system will be appropriate. 
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6. A joint hearing in this case was held on 13 April 2000 at the MOPT. 

During the joint hearing the following submissions were made: 

Mormuoao Port Trust 

(i) . We are democratic. We go through the Board even if it is not necessary. 

(ii) . Government Guidelines stipulate a 3-year cycle for revision. Since we are 

doing the revision after 4 years, it is bound to involve an increase. 

(iii) . Increase proposed is moderate, only 25%. 

(iv) . Iron Ore (81% of the total traffic) interests are duly reckoned with. 

(v) . Our performance has gone up. For example, a 1.3 lakh DWT vessel has 

been loaded in 30 hours which is quite remarkable. 

(vi) . Berth occupancy has decreased from 73% to 59%. But traffic has 

increased and users have benefited. 

(vii) . In 1999-2000, 146 vessels have called at berth No.9. Higher tonnage of 

cargo has been handled at berth No.9 and no demurrage on ship has paid 
by the exporters. Last year they paid a demurrage of 27 cents per tonne. 

(viii). Berth hire unit has been reduced from 24 hours to 8 hours. We have lost 
money on that account (Rs.49 lakhs). However, we do not mind it. 

(ix) . The MOPT has entered into a contract with private power producer for 

quality power supply. The quality of power supply has improved. The port 
is paying higher rate for power purchase. 

(x) . Concession given in VRC for 1.6 lakhs DWT and above is historical. This 

encourages bigger vessels. Let it continue. However, include it in the 
Scale of Rates. 

(xi) . The MOPT has lost revenue on account of increase in efficiency (Rs.90 

lakhs) i.e. due to faster turn around time. 

(xii) . The present proposal is being made three years after the last revision; 

and, them will be three years in this cycle. So the total time gap is six 
years. Considering 4% inflation per year, the escalation will be 24%. 
Therefore, a 25% increase is in order. 

(xiii). Our wharfage on iron ore constitutes only 12.04% of their FOB price. 
How can this affect the exporters so much? 

(xiv). The price of Iron Ore has been increased by 4.65% by the Japanese 
purchasers. Why then can the exporters not pay? 
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(xv) . ELT has not been extended to general cargo berth. Their cost have 

therefore, not gone up. 

(xvi) . If users are happy with the JNPT container charges, we can even accept 

them. 

(xvii). The MOPT will accept whatever TAMP decide relating to the size of the 
plots as well as reduction in period. 

(xviii). The rate for ‘topping up’ operation of iron ore is 1/10 of the normal rate. 

(xix) . There is a concessional charge for Anchorage operations. After all, we do 

provide ‘conservancy’ services. 

(xx) . Stevedores’ Association complaint about very high percentage increase in 

charges for open plots is not justified. Earlier it was ‘katcha’ land. Now 
we give ‘paved’ land. 

Goa Mineral Ore Exporters’ Association 

(i) . Port gives no services for Transhipment, Why should they charge tariff at 

all? 

(ii) . There is no consistency in figures. The port is frequently changing the 

figures. How can we react? 

(iii) . We are also not given activity wise costing. 

(iv) . In capital employed, assets created for ‘social obligation’ shall not be 

brought at all. 

(v) . Assets shall quickly start yielding. 'Dumb Assets’ shall be discouraged. 

(vi) . If efficiency increases but traffic does not increase, revenue will decline. 

How can the port object this? 

(vii) . Is demurrage a legitimate source of Port’s revenue ? Can this be a 

legitimate part of our cost ? 

(viii). In business every one does not gain or at least not equally. Therefore, a 
gainer cannot be expected to share his gains with others. 

(ix). Figures violently fluctuate when compared with actuals retrospectively. In 
last 3 years the port has gained Rs.17.63 crores ‘super profit’ which Is 
Rs.6.63 per tonne on Iron Ore (this comes to 63% over and above the last 
increase). 
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(x) . While expenditure increases at (20%-10%-8%), even depreciation has 

been included in such calculations. There is a flaw in this. 

(xi) . Let us go for a total revision of all tariffs simultaneously. Otherwise, 

allocation of cost becomes confusing. 

(xii) . In the cases of assets ready to use but not yet productive, provide for 

gestation period, and include that in the project cost. Do not include It as 
‘capital employed’ before traffic builds up. 

(xiii). Rate of return is 12%. Why an addition of 3% + 3% for development, etc. 
If depreciation is taken in cost of operations, then, why an additional 3% 
for replacement also? 

Goa Chamber of Commerce & Industry 

(i) . There are violent fluctuations in projections in the data of the MOPT. We 

are bewildered. 

(ii) . Inflation is being extraordinarily defined. It cannot be 6 x4%= 24%. 

(iii) . Why discontinue the ‘ad valorem’ approach for containers? 

(iv) . The floor (Rs.2500) and ceiling (Rs.6000) proposed for containers are too 

high ( the floor goes up from about Rs.1000 now to Rs.2500). This will 
drive away the traffic to the MBPT, which is more efficient and far cheaper. 

(v) . There can be a ceiling of Rs.6000 per TEU. 

(vi) . Let there be no discretion with the Chairman to fix tariff in respect of 

unclassified cargo. Let it be fixed at 0.1% of value. 

(vii) . Empty containers are part of vessel hatch and, therefore, any charge 

relating to it is a VRC . How can it be included in the CRC? 

Mormugao Stevedores Association 

(i) . DLB charges may be revised / rationalised in view of DLB merger. 

(ii) . Size and the period of licence of the plots may be reduced. 

MAERSK India Limited 

(i) . Interes rate r are falling. Do not therefore admit 12% or13.5% interest 

rate. K iep r 'w. 

(ii) . Do not have floor rate for containers. Reduce the ceiling rate also. 


1666 Q1/2000—7 
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(iii) . The TEU rates are very high here. Look at the MBPT and the JNPT. 

(iv) . Area available for 'empties’ are going down. Rate is going up. Please do 

something. 

(v) . We have also kept a Reachstacker crane from our side, which is being 

used only once a week. This involves huge cost. Therefore, spare 
containers from this tariff. Spare the containerised cargo, in any case. 

Aspinwall & Company Ltd. 

(i). We will be happy if JNPT rates are adopted. 

Indian National Shipowners Association 

(i) . # Let revisions be annual or, at least 2 yearly. 

(ii) . Two berths for general cargo is not enough. Have two more berths. 


7. During the joint hearing, the MOPT agreed to furnish further 
information/clarification on Cost and Financial Statements. The GMOEA was allowed to 
give its comments on the “Capital Employed" factor considered by the MOPT in the 
tariff calculations. The Mormugao Stevedores Association’s request to file another 
written submission was also acceded to. M/s MAERSK India Ltd. was given time to file 
another submission about container tariffs acceptable to them and the MOPT. 

8. M/s. MAERSK India Ltd have submitted a proposal on box rate for 
container wharfage, comparing the current tariff levied and services provided by th# 
Port at the JNPT and MOPT. They have proposed a rate of Rs.825/- for wharfage on 
containerised cargo in 20’ container and Rs.1235/- for a 40’ container. They have also 
pleaded that increase in wharfage and storage charges on empty containers may not bo 
considered. 

9. The Mormugao Stevedore’s Association (MSA) has submitted a written 
submission. The MSA has proposed to change unit of charging plot rents from tho 
existing calendar month basis to 10 day period. The MSA has also requested to 
rationalise the levy and other charges collected by the Cargo Handling Labour 
Department (CHLD) of the MOPT. 

10. Subsequent to the joint hearing, the GMOEA has submitted a written 
submission enclosing therewith a copy of Report prepared by its Consultants, M/s S.B. 
Billimoria & Co. analysing the MOPT’s proposal for revision of CRC at MOHP & stream 
loading. The GMOEA’s submissions are a reiteration of its arguments advanced during 
the Joint Hearing. 
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11- Some of the important recommendations contained in the Report of M/s. 

S. B. Biilimoria & Co. are as follows: 

(i) . Return on Capital Employed shall be taken as 15% for MOPT. 

(ii) . The projected increase of 11% per annum in Capital Employed for next 

three years needs to be reviewed in the context of no growth in the 

volume of cargo to be handled. 

(iii) . The compounded increase of 12.5% in the expenses also needs to be 

reviewed. 

(iv) . Capital Employed shall be determined as recommended by the TAMP i.e., 

- the average capital employed for the year should be considered 

- It should exclude investments to meet social obligations, capital work 
in progress, non-operating assets, cash surpluses, investments, etc. 

(v) . Tariff revision for all principal activities of the port must be synchronised. 

12. The MOPT has subsequently furnished clarifications on various points 
relating to the cost and financial statements submitted by it earlier. The MOPT has also 
expressed its inability to accept the proposal of M/s. Maersk Lines and requested to 
consider its original proposal relating to revision of container related charges. 

13. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing 
of this case, and based on a collective application of mind, the following position is seen 
to emerge:- 

(i) . The MOPT deserves to be complimented for making a comprehensive 

proposal for revision of Cargo-Related Charges, Estate Rentals, and Port 
Railway Charges. Although there have been some gaps in the 
presentation of information, the MOPT has made arduous efforts to 
compile a good deal of information. What is significant is that the MOPT 
has made a sincere attempt to develop cost-centrewise data and followed 
the format prescribed by this Authority for submission of tariff proposals. 

(ii) . This proposal of the MOPT excludes revision of Vessel-Related Charges. 

As pointed out by the GMOEA during the joint hearing, piecemeal 
proposals for revision of tariffs make allocation of costs confusing. While 
comprehensive proposals do give an opportunity to assess the total impact 
of the revision at one go, and also foreclose the opportunities for overlap of 
allocation of costs, it cannot be said to promote true adherence to the 
principle of quid pro quo if they do not incorporate itemised estimates. 
However, the cross-subsidisation element can be taken care of by a 
comprehensive proposal which is backed up by cost-centrewise 
calculations. Recently, three very good comprehensive proposals for tariff 
revision received from the Chennai Port Trust, the Paradip Port Trust, and 
the Tuticorin Port Trust have been decided. The Visakhapatnam Port Trust 
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has also submitted a comprehensive proposal for revision of tariffs. In this 
backdrop, and In view of port-users’ preference for such proposals, the 
MOPT will be well advised to proceed in this direction while formulating 
tariff revision proposals in future. 

The GMOEA has been airing a grievance that the port has not supplied it 
with activity-wise costing details. On the other hand, the port has 
maintained that all required information have been given to the users. As 
per the procedure adopted by this Authority, all information that can be 
shared with the users have been circulated to the users while inviting their 
comments on the proposal. Some information being commercially 
sensitive or being of only a clarificatory nature have not been circulated. 
As Is the procedure adopted by this Authority, such details have been 
scrutinised by us for ensuring reliability of information and reasonableness 
of proposals. 

(Hi). The MOPT has taken the cost of operation in the RE 1999-2000 as the 
base and applied a percentage hike of 20%, 10% and 8% respectively for 
the next three years. The Port has justified the estimates showing the 
expenditure on account of pay revision for the officers and staff as the main 
reason. 

This Authority has been allowing an escalation in cost of operation to the 
tune of 10% per annum while considering proposals for revision of tariffs 
from other ports. Further, provisions for arrears of salary and wages are 
not allowed in the future projections of cost on the ground that such a 
provision for a one-time payment will introduce a permanent liability- 
component. Ports are, therefore, advjsed to meet such arrear-liabilities 
from out of their reserves. 

The 10% escalation factor will be sufficient to absorb fully the burden 
proepectively. The MOPT has also not taken into account the ‘efficiency 
increase’ aspect. As is known, the Government does stipulate an annual 
figure in this regard in its MOUs with the Port Trusts. If such efficiency 
increases are also taken into account, the wage burden will further 
decrease making it possible for the 10% annual escalation factor to more 
than bridge any gap in the provision. Accordingly, in this case also, on all 
items of operating expenditure, except depreciation, an escalation of 10% 
has been allowed. The MOPT has made a provision of Rs.2.5 crores 
approximately towards arrears of salary and wages in the revised 
estimates for the year 1999-2000. The MOPT has stated that this 
provision is for adjustment of current year's salary and wages with 
reference to the anticipated pay revision. Since this provision is made to 
reflect the current cost of labour, this has been allowed to continue in the 
estimate. 

One of the justifications given by the port seeking upward revision of tariff 
is a nominal inflation rate @ 4% per annum for a six-year period - past 
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three years since last revisions and following three years till next revision. 
The last revision of tariffs would have been done taking into account the 
anticipated inflation in price levels for three years. That being so, we can 
consider the effect of inflation prospectively and not retrospectively. 

The GMOEA has objected to the concept of revising the rates now for the 
cost that will be incurred three years after. The objection of the GMOEA is, 
perhaps, misplaced. This Authority has prescribed a two-year cycle for 
tariff revisions and not three years as pointed out by the GMOEA. In our 
scrutiny, we consider the average surplus/deficit position under each of the 
activities for the next two years. The average surplus/deficit position forms 
the basis for deciding on revision of tariffs. It has to be recognised that the 
major ports are not geared up to alter the tariff structure every year with 
reference to deficit figures. That being so, revision of tariffs based on 
average deficit position for the next two years is found to be reasonable. 
This methodology is adopted by us in deciding all the tariff revision 
proposals. 

The GMOEA has pointed out wide variations in projections made by the 
MOPT and also apprehended inclusion of some abnormal expenses like 
dredging in the base year 1999-2000. In response, the MOPT has 
furnished a comparative statement of budgeted and actual expenditure for 
the last five years and argued that its projections have never been 
lopsided. To a specific query made by us, the port has confirmed that 
dredging cost is apportioned between Port Service and Berthing Facility 
sub-activities only. 

(iv) . In the cost statements furnished by the MOPT, the income as well as 

expenditure from the Cargo Handling Labour Department (CHLD) have 
been excluded. With the merger of the DLB with the Port Trust, the levy 
and other charges collected by the CHLD (erstwhile Mormugao Dock 
Labour Board) appear to have come under the purview of this Authority. 
During the joint hearing, the users also requested us to rationalise the levy 
charged by the CHLD. The MOPT has not proposed any increase in or 
rationalisation of this levy. That being so, this case need not be held up on 
account of this objection. This Authority will, at a later stage, enquire Into 
the levy charged by the CHLD of MOPT. 

(v) . The MOPT has projected a traffic of 18 million tonnes for the year 1999- 

2000 and kept the traffic level at 19 million tonnes during the years 2000- 

2001 and 2001-2002. As against the projected traffic of 18 million tonnes, 
the Port has achieved the actuals of 18.23 million tonnes for the year 1999- 
2000. The general cargo traffic is estimated by the Port to go down from 
the level of 17.80 lakh tonnes in the year 1999-2000 to 17.15 lakh tonnes 
during the year 2000-2001 and 2001-2002. Many of the users have 
questioned this estimation of the MOPT. They have pointed out that the 
revival of general cargo activities, which were at a low level for the past 4-5 
years, with the completion of broad gauge conversion of railways will result 
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In higher levels of traffic. However, the port has maintained that the 
projections given now are followed by it for all analyses; the same 
projections have also been furnished by it to the Government of India; and, 
the estimation is done based on the past trend and users information. It 
has to be recognised that the gauge conversion has been done recently 
and it will take some time for the traffic volume to build up. That being so, 
we are inclined to accept the projections given by the Port. 

(vi) . An incentive scheme relating to labour productivity is in operation at the 

MOHP; and, expenditure thereon is booked under the Cargo-Related 
activity. The GMOEA has objected to the practice of charging the 
expenditure on labour incentive scheme under CRC activity. It has 
contended that the incentive scheme is to ensure maximum benefits under 
the ELT Scheme (which is on Berth Hire) and, hence, such expenditure 
must be ignored for purposes of computing CRCs. When asked to clarify 
why the expenditure on labour incentives should not be set off against the 
income from the ELT Scheme, the MOPT has pointed opt that the labour 
incentive scheme has been in vogue since 1988 whereas the ELT scheme 
was introduced only in November 1998. 

Since the labour incentive scheme has been in vogue even before the 
introduction of the ELT Scheme and the corresponding expenditure on 
incentive payment is booked under the MOHP activity ever since its 
introduction, the existing system of allocation of expenditure in this regard 
is accepted as proposed. 

In fact, it will be a better practice if income earned from the ELT Scheme is 
kept aside in a separate account altogether. All incremental expenditure 
incurred by the Port may be debited to this account so that a clear picture 
of the net financial gain to the port as a result of productivity improvements 
can emerge. The existing ELT scheme is under revision and the port will 
be required to implement the above suggestion along with introduction of 
the revised ELT Scheme. 

(vii) . Iron ore loading is also done at midstream with the help of transhippers. 

About 5 million tonnes of iron ore are loaded through the transhippers. 
The special rates charged by the MOPT on transhipper operation for 
primary loading / uptopping of iron ore are not proposed by the MOPT for 
revision. The MOPT has clarified that the special charges are levied 
based on a specific agreement between the transhipper vessel owners 
and the port as a sequel to a judgement of the Supreme Court. However, 
the Port has considered the income from the topping up operations in the 
income projections for the general cargo handling activity. Since the 
expenditure to the port on account of transhipper operation is negligible, in 
effect, the income from topping up operation may be, subsidising the other 
general cargo handling operations. Since the user group for MOHP and 
transhipper operation is the same, it will be logical to allow the surplus out 
of transhipper operations to subsidise the MOHP operation. Accordingly, 
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in our analysis, the income from uptopplng/primary loading through 
transhippers is considered under MOHP. This approach may cause some 
practical accounting problems to the Port. To overcome this position, the 
Port must introduce a separate head of account for ‘Iron Ore Handling’ 
(which constitutes the major chunk of its operations) instead of only for the 
MOHP. The total income and expenditure out of iron ore handling at both 
the MOHP and midstream operation of transhippers may be considered 
together under this account. This procedure is prescribed with a view to 
assess the financial viability of iron handling operation for fixation of tariff 
for handling iron ore. 

While examining the transhipper operation, another interesting-point has 
come to light. The MOPT has stated that the transhipper vessels (4 in 
number) are operating in the port limits with due approval of the MOST. 
The transhippers charge the iron ore exporters for the services rendered 
in midstream topping up of vessels. These charges are fixed by the 
transhipper owners and are not regulated. It appears that the transhipper 
vessels operation come under the purview of the Section 42 of the MPT 
Act i.e. the port services rendered by persons other than the Port Trust 
under due authorisation. That being so, the charges levied by the 
transhippers for topping up / primary loading are to be regulated by the 
TAMP. However, we will examine this point in detail subsequently and do 
not wish to combine it with this proposal. 

The GMOEA’s objection to continuance of charges for transhipped ore is 
unreasonable. Even for Anchorage operations, port facilities are made 
“ use of. All the mqjor ports in the country charge for such anchorage 
operations. Having entered into a specific agreement with the MOPT to 
govern the transhipper charges, in the context of a litigation before the 
Supreme Court, the GMOEA cannot now object to levying of such a 
charge. 

(vlii). The Port allows a rebate on vessel-related charges on large size vessels 
of 1.6 lakh DWT and above. This remission is based on a decision of the 
Board of Trustees of MOPT. The Board Resolution does not specifically 
indicate whether such rebate has been allowed in exercise of the powers 
conferred on it under Section 53 of the MPT Act. However, this 
concession has been in vogue for a long period; and, as per the recent 
Board resolution it will continue upto 31 December 2000 subject to further 
review. When pointed out that such a standing remission may not be 
continued to be allowed by the Board for ever but shall be included in the 
Scale of Rates with the approval of TAMP, the MOPT has requested to 
approve the rebate scheme in vogue and include it in the Scale of Rates. 
This request is accepted. 

(ix). The present proposal of the MOPT includes revision of railway related 
charges also. The Authority has already clarified the position that railway 
charges do not fail under its jurisdiction and such charges are to be 
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approved by the Government as envisaged in the Major Port Trusts Act 
and the Indian Railways Act. The Government has no doubt indicated that 
henceforth railway rates shall also be regulated by this Authority. But, the 
Government has been requested to re-examine the issue with reference 
also to the relevant provisions of the Indian Railways Act. This has not yet 
happened. This Authority will, therefore, continue to follow the position as 
hithertofore. However, for the purpose of overall estimation of income and 
expenditure projections of the port, the projections relating to the railway 
given by the MOPT are accepted at face value. 

(x) . The proposal of the MOPT includes revision of rent on open plots, licence 

fee for port lands excepting those on long term leases entered into with 
the parties by the port and way leave charges. The Mormugao 
Stevedores Association (MSA) has requested that the existing pattern of 
charging open plot rent on the basis of calendar month or part thereof may 
be changed to a smaller period of 10 days or part thereof. The present 
system of charging on calendar month basis is resulting in pay.ng two 
months’ charges even for a few days if cargo is shifted on the last day of 
the preceding month and cleared in the beginning of the following month. 
The MOPT during the Joint Hearing agreed to submit to the decision of 
the TAMP in this regard. Since the problem posed by the Mormugao 
Stevedores Association is genuine, this Authority prescribes a unit of 10 
days for charging open plot rental as has been done in the cases of some 
other ports. 

(xi) . The MOPT has signed a BOOT agreement with M/s. ABG Ltd. for 

development of two berths. The premium collected by the Port under the 
BOOT scheme has been taken as income under the head “Ground Rent” 
in estate rentals. The port has clarified that the payment received is 
towards annual licence fee for the land allotted to the private operator and 
accordingly taken under estate rentals. 

Similarly, the Port has leased waterfront and foreshore land to M/s. 
Western India Shipyards for operating a dry docking facility. This income 
has also been taken under estate rentals. In fact, the land leased to the 
private operator is Berth No. 1, 2, and 3 of the port. Accordingly, the 
income earned from the land lease should have been taken under income 
from Port and Dock Facilities. However, MOPT has pointed out that the 
Berths 1, 2, and 3 being shallow berths were not making any commercial 
earning (before handing over to the private operator) and were used for 
tying up of Port Craft like launches and tugs. The Port has also stated that 
these berths have fully depreciated already and no expenditure on these 
berths is taken under Port and Dock activity. 

In both the cases, the berths and back up areas have been allotted to the 
private operators. It is logical to consider the income from these two 
cases under the Port & Dock Activity. Accordingly, the income is excluded 
from the Estate Rental head. 
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(xii). With reference to depreciation and capital block, the MOPT has confirmed 
that all fully depreciated assets have been omitted from the block and only 
fully completed / commissioned projects are included in its calculations. 
The Port has allowed escalation on depreciation at the same rate as for 
other operating expenditure. On this being pointed out, it has revised the 
cost statement considering depreciation (with reference to the estimated 
capital block for the years 2000*01 and 2001-02) without any escalation. 

(xiii). It is the stated policy of this Authority to allow a return on capital employed 
equivalent to the current interest rate on the Govt, of India loan plus 6% 
towards the two reserves maintained for development and replacement of 
assets. Accordingly, in the instant case also, the return on capital 
employed (ROCE) of 19.5% is allowed since the current interest rate on 
the Government of India loans is 13.5%. As pointed out by the GMOEA, 
the Port has considered expenditure on payment of interest separately as 
well as in return on capita! employed. Therefore, we have to exclude the 
expenditure on interest from the return on capital employed to avoid 
double counting of expenditure on interest payment. 

The GMOEA has raised a numbt/r of objections relating to the calculation 
of capital employed and also about the inclusion of 'social obligation’ 
assets and non- operative assets. It is true that the port has created 
various assets for purposes other than port operations. Even some of the 
assets created for port operations are yet to become operative. Since 
Port Trusts are public bodies, the burden of providing certain facilities like 
schools, roads, etc., inevitably falls on the Port Trusts. It may not be 
appropriate to penalise a Port Trust by not allowing any return on its 
investment in creation of such assets. 

The MOPT has added certain assets like two berths for general cargo, 
which are yet to become operative. Besides, a huge capital expenditure 
has been incurred for carrying out different feasibility studies. It is 
reasonable to demand that these assets be excluded from the capital 
block for the purpose of determining the return of capital employed. As a 
Regulator, this Authority has no jurisdiction over investment decisions of 
the Port Trusts. But, this Authority is required to deal with such 
investment decisions taken by the ports as they have substantial bearing 
on fixing tariffs. This being a larger issue not only confined to the MOPT, 
the Authority will like to take it up with the Government of India separately. 
In this case, however, such assets are not excluded for the purpose of 
determining the return on capital employed since the investment made is a 
fait accompli. Also, such instances of non-operative assets are more 
under the vessel- related activities, not relevant to cargd-related charges. 

(xiv). The MOPT is incurring a huge capital expenditure towards construction of 
a portion of a 4 - lane road of NH standards from Verna to Mormugao. 
The expenditure is reportedly shared by the MOPT, Ministry of Commerce 
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and Ministry of Surface Transport. A sum of Rs.5 crores is found to be 
included in the capital block for the year 2001-02 to the extent of work 
anticipated to be completed by then. The Port has related this asset to the 
Management and General Administration head, the expenditure under 
which head is apportioned to all revenue generating activities. 

Pointing out that movement of iron ore is totally by using inland 
waterways, the GMOEA objected to any apportionment to the MOHP 
activity any return on capital employed on construction of the road. The 
MOPT has replied that the ROCE on construction of four lane road is to be 
borne by the principal commodities handled at the port in their respective 
share of traffic / income / expenditure, as the case may be. 

On being specifically asked to clarify, the MOPT has pointed out that the 
decision to construct of the road has been taken after a series of meetings 
held with the Government of Goa. The Government of Goa has also 
reportedly shown willingness to waive lease rentals payable towards 128 
acres of land occupied by the MOPT at Headland in lieu of construction of 
this road. The MOPT has also mentioned about the willingness shown by 
the Chief Minister of Goa to transfer the land to the MOPT, subject to 
completion of road and also about a settlement under finalisation between 
it and the Government of Goa. The Port has also argued that construction 
of the road by it is in lieu of paying annual lease rental of approx Rs.6 
crores to the State Government; and , the lease rental, had it been paid, 
would have been debited under Management and General Administration 
activity and subsequently distributed to all other revenue earning activities. 

The transfer of land has not yet been effected by the State Government; 
but, the Port is confident of securing such transfer. At least, the Port is not 
paying lease rentals since 1971, in anticipation of a settlement. The 
construction of road is linked to transfer of the land. The benefit to the 
MOPT and its users out of this land may be manifold larger than the 
expenditure being incurred by the Port on construction of the road. 
Viewed in this perspective, inclusion in the capital block of the expenditure 
on construction of the road is allowed. 

(xv). Under-utilisation of the Reach Stacker hired by the MOPT and passing on 
the expenditure on container operators are objected to by the users. The 
users have pointed out that at the time of hiring the Reach Stacker, the 
Port did not consult them; and, since the shipping lines can not solely 
depend on this equipment, they are forced to make their own arrangement 
also. 

The MOPT has pointed out that a deliberate decision to hire this Reach 
Stacker as a standby crane has been taken since frequent breakdowns to 
the only crane deployed by the containers operators is seen to be a 
hindrance to growth of container traffic. Since the Reach Stacker has 
been so far used as a standby crane, its utility is bound to be on the lower 




[ymin-iyqy 4] 


MWT ^5T : >*reitM u l 


59 


side. The Port has added that the Reach Stacker is also put Into use for 
handling other cargo like -steel slab to increase its utilisation. The Port 
has, therefore, maintained that keeping a Reach Stacker as a standby, 
particularly when no other suitable type of cargo handling equipment is 
available in the container berths, is not an extravagance but a minimum 
requisite arrangement so that container traffic will not shy away from the 
Port. The MOPT also anticipates an increase in container traffic in future 
as a result of gauge conversion of the railway and, a consequent increase 
in utilisation of the Reach Stacker. 

We find merit in the arguments of the MOPT; the objection of the users in 
this regard is, therefore, rejected. This notwithstanding, the MOPT is 
required to review this arrangement, with reference to the actual 
experience of handling containers, at the time of the next revision of rates. 

(xvi). During the joint hearing, the Goa Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
(GCCI) pointed out that empty containers are part of a vessel’s hatch; 
and, therefore, charges relating to handling of containers need to be 
considered under vessel-related charges. 

The legal fiction that a container is an extension of a ship’s hatch has 
emerged in the context of denominating container-handling charges in 
dollar terms. The present proposal of the MOPT is not for dollar- 
denomination of container charges; That being so, the objection of the 
GCCI is, perhaps, irrelevant in this context. The issue raised by the GCCI, 
however, has a significant bearing on ports where container charges are 
denominated in dollar terms. We are accordingly inclined to take up this 
point while scrutinising proposals from such ports. 

(xvii). As will be evident from the foregoing analysis, the following fundamental 
changes have been introduced in the cost calculations; 

(a) . Expenditure (except depreciation) for the years 2000-01 and 2001- 

02 are projected at 10% above the corresponding figures for the 
year 1999-2000 (RE) and 2000-01 respectively instead of at 20% 
and 10% escalation as proposed by the MOPT. 

(b) . Expenditure on ‘arrears' of salary/wages has not been allowed to 

be reckoned with. 

(c) . Income from the berths and backup land leased to M/s. Western 

India Shipyard Ltd. as well as the area allotted to M/s. ABG Ltd. 
under a concession agreement to construct two bulk cargo berths 
have been excluded from the Estate Rental activity and considered 
under vessel-related activity. 

(d) . Income from uptopping of iron ore vessels has been excluded from 

general cargo activity and considered underThe MOHP head. 
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(xviii). The cost statements have been recast on this basis. The revised cost 
statements are attached as Annex - I to Annex - VI. As can be seen 
from the cost statement for the cargo handling and estate activity, there is 
a marginal overall average deficit of 1.96% for the years 2000-01 and 
2001-02. Even though the overall deficit is marginal, the revision under 
individual activities has become necessary in order to contain the element 
of cross subsidisation. 

(xix). The position in respect of the individual activities is given below: 

(a) - MOHP 

An increase of 25% of handling charges at the MOHP has been 
proposed by the MOPT. However, the cost statement for this 
activity indicates an average deficit of 14.80%, even after 
considering the income from uptopping of vessels. The iron ore 
handling at the MOHP is the largest activity of the MOPT and the 
deficit under this activity conclusively proves that income from 
handling of other cargo is subsidising the iron ore handling activity 
at the MOHP. Accordingly, to wipe out the deficit under this 
activity, an increase of 15% in the handling charges of iron ore at 
MOHP is found to be reasonable. 

(b) . General Cargo and Ores 

With the exclusion of income from uptopping of vessels, this activity 
has been seen to indicate an average surplus of 21.92%. 

(c) . POL 

This activity is also showing a large surplus of 81.21%. 

No increase in handling charges of POL and General Cargo and 
Ores (other than MOHP) merits approval because these activities 
indicate a substantial surplus situation. Ideally, the charges under 
these activities need to be revised downwards to eliminate cross¬ 
subsidisation. This Authority, however, is yet to take a 
comprehensive view on cross-subsidisation. Even though it may 
not be possible to eliminate the cross-subsidisation at one go, it has 
been the consistent approach of the Authority to disallow any 
further increase in cross-subsidisation. This approach has been 
followed in the case of POL handling at the Paradip Port Trust and 
POL and Container Handling at the Chennai Port Trust. 

(d) . Warehousing 

This activity shows a large deficit of 1645%l Low level of tariff as 
well as under-utilisation of the capacity available contribute to the 
deficit of such an order. The MOPT has proposed to increase the 
warehousing rental by 100%. The proposal of MOPT in this regard 
is approved. It has to be recognised that this activity, even after 
revision of tariffs by 100%, will suffer a deficit of about 772%. As 
any increase in excess of 100% at one go will cast a very heavy 
burden on the users, the increase is deliberately limited to 100%. 

(e) . Estate rental 

An increase of 100%, as proposed by the MOPT is approved in 
estate rentals. As proposed by the MOPT, this increase will be 
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limited to the license fee for foreshore land, rent on open plot, shed 
rent, storage charges for containers and estate rent, and ground 
rent (excluding the licence/lease governed by Special Agreements 
as in the cases of M/s. Western India Shipyard Limited and M/s. 
ABG Limited). 

(xx). In the light of the above discussion, the increases in tariffs, item-wise, 
approved by this Authority vis-^-vis the increases proposed by the MOPT, 
are given below: 


SI. No. 

Item 

Approved by the 
Authority 

Proposed 

By the MOPT 

(a). 

Handling charges of Iron 
Ore at the MOHP 

15% 

25% 

(b). 

General Cargo and Ore 

No increase 

25% 

(c). 

Container Handling 

No change 

Ad valorem basis 
with a minimum of 
Rs.2,500/- per TEU 
and a maximum of 
Rs.6,000/- per TEU. 

(d). 

Wharfage on POL 

No increase 

25% 

(e). 

Warehousing and Storage 

100% 

100% ' 

(f). 

Estate Rental 

100% 

(excluding the cases 
governed by special 
agreements) 

100% 


With the above increases approved, the activities ‘Cargo Handling’, 
‘Storage’, and ‘Estate Rentals’ taken together will show an average 
surplus of 11.17% for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02. 

(xxi). The MOPT has also proposed a modification in the slabs of ‘free days’. It 
is proposed to reduce the ‘free days’ from 6 to 3 for ‘imports’ and from 30 
to 7 for ‘exports’. This change is in line with the structure adopted in the 
other port trusts. Significantly, at the joint hearing or in the written 
submissions, no user has raised any objection to this change. That being 
so, notwithstanding the decision about not making any changes in the 
tariffs relating to the general cargo handling activity, the change proposed 
is approved under head ‘Warehousing’. 

(xxii). Some other major issues relevant to this base are discussed below:- 

(a). As pointed out earlier in this note, the charges for primary 
loading/uptopping of iron ore at midstream are levied in terms of a 
specific agreement between the transhipper vessel owners and the 
Port at the instance of the Supreme Court. These charges are not 
included in the Scale of Rates of the MOPT. Even though these 
charges are not proposed to be increased, it will be appropriate to 
include them in the Scale of Rates of the port. And, it will be in 
order to advise the port to seek this Authority's approval for 
revisions of this rate in future. 
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(b) . The Port has proposed to increase the container handling charges 

and also rationalise such charges by introducing the box rate. 
Since no increase is allowed in the general cargo activity, the 
container handling charges will not undergo any upward revision. 

In the joint hearing, the main container operator in the port, M/s. 
Maersk India Limited, and the MOPT agreed to evolve a mutually 
acceptable proposal for container tariffs. However, such a 
consensus has not emerged apparently because of unanticipated 
differences of opinion between them. The port may initiate action 
to consult the users and formulate a proposal for rationalisation of 
container tariffs. As has been pointed out by users, the shift from 
weight-based rates to value-based rates results in a steep hike of 
charge per TEU in respect of some commodities. Recently, in a 
proposal relating to rationalisation of the Scale of Rates, the 
Mumbai Port Trust adopted a method of calculating consolidated 
wharfage on cargo inside transhipment containers by considering 
the average wharfage on such commodities. The MOPT is also 
advised to examine possible adoption of this method to work out a 
box-rate without resorting to the ad valorem approach. Similarly, 
the Port may also consider the points raised by the users about not 
charging ground rent on both containers and containerised cargo. 

The existing Container handling charges will continue till such time 
the Port, in consultation with users, brings up a separate proposal 
for rationalisation of container handling charges. 

(c) . The existing wharfage schedule for break bulk cargo stipulates ad 

valorem charges subject to a minimum of 0.10% and a maximum of 
0.40% as decided by the Chairman of the MOPT, in the cases of 
cargo not specified elsewhere. The GCCI has objected to this 
discretionary power of the Chairman (MOPT). 

This Authority in a case relating to the Chennai Port Trust has dealt 
with charging of unspecified cargo. The Customs follow a 
harmonious system of nomenclature for purposes of classification 
of cargo. There can be no objection for a Port Trust to adopt the 
same system of classification. A Port Trust can always have a set 
of tariffs relevant to its position. But, the cargo classification need 
not be arbitrary or discordant; it shall be harmonious. This will be a 
major exercise that this Authority will have to take commonly for all 
the major ports. In the meanwhile, the current practice may have to 
continue. Only, we require the MOPT to take the help of the 
Customs classification in cases of ambiguities; and, only as a last 
resort, charge cargo under the reserve head of ‘cargo not specified/ 
classified elsewhere’. 

Similarly, no discretionary power to apply the Scale of Rates can be 
vested in any of the functionaries of the Port Trust. The Scale of 
Rates shall be specific and clear. Wherever such discretionary 
powers are allowed in the Scale of Rates of* the MOPT, it is 
amended to the extent of making it specific. 
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The wharfage on unclassified items on break bulk cargo ranges 
from 0.1% to 0.4% of their value, as to be decided by the Chairman 
of the MOPT. With the withdrawal of the discretionary powers of 
the Chairman of the MOPT, it will become necessary to prescribe a 
fixed rate. Accordingly, an ad valorem rate of 0.20% for such cargo 
Is fixed. In case of imports, the CIF value, and in the case of 
exports, the FOB value will be considered for levying this charge as 
is normally done at most other ports. If these amendments are 
seen to cause any undue hardship, the MOPT can come up with a 
separate proposal for revision of these rates. 

(d) . The Authority is separately considering a proposal from the 

Tuticorin Port Trust for amendments of conditionalities governing 
‘free period’ for demurrage/ground rent. It is necessary for 
standardisation of the ‘cut off time for calculation of free period. 
The Authority is inclined to prescribe a uniform approach on this 
subject for common adoption by all the major ports. Until then, the 

existing practice being followed in the port is allowed to be 
continued. 

(e) . In the context of the tariff revisions in other ports, this Authority has 

been passing orders to introduce a number of changes which we 
have described as ‘good practices’. Some of such changes 
relating to cargo handling activity are listed below: 

(i) . There will be no separate wharfage on shut out cargo. 

(ii) . For purposes of billing, rounding off will be to the nearest 

rupee on the grand total of each bill and not on each item in 
the bill. 

(iii) . There shall be no shifting charge for shifting of containers 

due to reasons not attributable to the users. 

(iv) . For purposes of calculation of free time, Sundays, Custom’s 

notified holidays and port’s non-operating days shall be 
excluded. 

(v) . There shall be harmony between the systems adopted by 

the Port Trust and the Custom authorities for classification of 
cargo. 

(vi) . Categorisation of unclassified cargo as hazardous will be 

done strictly in accordance with the IMDG code. 

We prescribe these principles for adoption at the MOPT 
also. 
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(f) . This Authority has separately issued orders for uniform adoption by 

all the major port trusts on the following subjects relating to cargo 
handling activity: 

(i) . Prescribing a maximum time limit of two months tor levy of 

storage charges for abandoned FCL containers, shipper 
owned containers and ‘other than shipper owned 
containers’. 

(ii) . Levy of penal interest on delayed payments by users as well 

as on delayed refunds by the port trust. 

Even though these Orders are already in force in all the 
major port trusts including the MOPT, we reiterate these 
Orders to ertsure their incorporation in the revised Scale of 
Rates of the MOPT. 

(g) . In addition to the above-mentioned orders for uniform adoption by 

all the major ports, the Authority has also passed an Order 
prescribing a limit of 20 tonnes for heavy lift; limiting such charges 
to 50% of heavy lift charges when packages are handled by ship’s 
own derrick; and, listing the circumstances under which heavy lift 
charges are not leviable. The system prescribed in the Order is to 
come into operation only if a Port Trust is to introduce ‘heavy lift’ 
arrangement; it will not apply to a Port Trust where such special 
arrangement is not in vogue. 

The MOPT does not at present levy heavy lift charges separately. 
However, if the MOPT desires to introduce the system of ‘heavy lift’ 
separately, it will have to adopt the approach prescribed by this 
Authority in this regard. 

14. With reference to the decisions given in the foregoing paragraphs, the 
relevant sections of the Scale of Rates of the MOPT are amended. The amended Scale 
of Rates is attached as Annex - VII. 

15. This Order shall come into effect immediately after its notification in the 
Gazette of India. 


S SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt/IlI/IV/Exty/143/2000] 
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MORMUGAO PORT TRUST 


Annex -1 


STATEMENT SHOWING! INCOME AND EXPE NDIT URE FROM CAR GO HANDLING A ESTATE 
ACTIVITIES FROM 1 8 97-98 TO 2001-0? " 


(R». in Crores) 



1M7-48 

IH2SZ3 


2000-01 

2001-02 

% of 

2O00-7T 

2001 -02 

Traffic (MILLION TONNlS) 

HIS 

18.02 

B EM 

19.00 

19.00 

increase 

Wtth Change 

(1) OPERATING INCOME 

A) Cargo Handling And Storage Charges 
(1) MOHP 

59.64 

53.70 

54.78 


02,89 

15% 

71 85 

71 85 

(li) General Cargo 

10.63 

10 27 

! 9 02 


10 45 

- 

10 45 

10 45 

(III) POL 

10.40 

9 13 

6 40 


10.89 

- 

10 89 

10 89 

(Iv) Warehousing 

0.16 

0,18 

0.20 


0,24 

100% 

0 48 

0 48 

• 

B) Estate Rentals 

3.45 

6.67 

3 05 

5 05 

5.22 

>00% 

9 10 

9 27 

Total (1) 

84.28 

78.95 

mss 

S9.52 

89.69 


102.77 

102.94 

(ii) OPERATING EXPENDITURE 

1) Cargo Handling And Storage 

36 26 

3570 

36.70 

40.81 

44.63 


40 81 

44 63 

Iv) Rentable Lands And Buildings 

2 27 

2 80 

1 75 

1 92 

2 08 


1.92 

2 08 

v) Management A General. Administration 

20 90 

2G 14 

25 28 

27 78 

30 56 


27 78 

30 56 

fotalTlI) 

59.43 

64.64 

63.71 

70.51 

77.27 


70.51 

77.27 

(IB) OPERATING SURPLUS 

24.85 

14.31 

13.34 

19.01 

12.42 


32.25 

25.67 

ADD: F A M Income -F A M Exp 

5,19 

3,89 

-1 04 

-1 24 

-1.37 


-1 24 

■1 37 

IV) NET SURPLUS 

30.04 

1820 

12.30 

17.77 

11.05 

■ 

31.02 

24.30 

Capital Employed 

66 13 

63.35 

71.07 


83.91 


81 95 

83.91 

V) Return on Capital Employed 

18% 

11,90 

18% 

11 40 


18 50% 
15.98 

19.50% 
16 36 


19 50% 
15.98 

15 50% 
16 36 

VI) Interest on loan 

1.56 

1 28 

tt| : 

0.70 

0 46 


0 70 

0 46 

VII) Balance (V-VI) 

10.34 

10.14 

PI 

15 28 

15 90 


15.20 

15.90 

VIII) Surplus / Shortfall (IV - V 1 - VII) 

10 14 

6 80 

HDe* 

1 79 

-5 31 


15.04 

7 04 

Surplus/Shortfall - %of Op. Income 

21.52 

8.61 


2.00 

-5.92 


14.64 

7.71 

Average of 2000-01 A 2001-02 



i 


-1.96 



11.17 


NOTE:- FMI excludes interest on Provident/Pension Fund and Fixed Deposits & Cash Balances 
FME excludes Interest on Provident Fund Balances and Interest paid on Govt. Loan 


1655 Q1/2000—9 
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Annex - II 


MARMUGAO PORT TRUST 
FORM 111 

A. Cost Statement for Service/Facility MOHP (In Lakh Rs.) 



1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

Without Change 
2000-01 2001-02 

1) Operating Income 






i) Handling charges 

5551.16 

5127 79 

5208 00 

5975.20 

5975 20 

ii) Surcharge on plot 
turnover retained 

15.53 

28.21 

20,00 

25.00 

25.00 

Sub total 

5566.69 

515600 

5228.00 

6000.20 

6000,20 

1 Increase | 

iii) Leases and Rentals 






Total (1) 

9366.69 

5156.00 

5228.00 

6000.20 

6000.20 

11)1) Operating Cost ** 






a) Ore handling facilities 

1872 80 

1506.33 

1290.16 

1419.18 

1561.09 

b) Electrical Install. & Equip. 

43.86 

64 04, 

114.34 

125.77 

138.35 

c) Berthing facilities 

23.56 

32 53 

28 49 

31 34 

34.47 

d) Ancillary facilities 

24.67 

19 42 

34.58 

38.04 

41.84 

e) General facilities 

13.23 

20 84 

.. 1294 

14 23 

1566 

f) Operational expenses 

463.78 

514 57 

536.61 

590.27 

049.30 

g) Electrical Energy charges 

493.56 

618 16 

759.20 

835.12 

910.63 

h) Admn. & Genral. 

7968 

60.20 

65.29 

71 82 

79.00 

i) New minor works 

1 76 

2.36 

2 85 

3.14 

3 45 

j) Incentive Payments 

114.08 

119.44 

140 00 

154.00 

109.40 

Sub total ** 

3130.98 

2957.88 

2984 46 

3282.91 

3611.20 

ii) Depreciation 

90.77 

90.77 

115.04 

166.30 

165.37 

iii) FMI-FME 

276.28 

375.16 

526.37 

676.70 

676.70 

- Retirement benefits 

- Ex-gratla payment/PLB 

- Performance Reward. 

Amounts included in Item No.iii FMI - FME 

Total (ll) 

3498.03 

3423.80 

3625.87 

4125.91 

4453.27 

III) Surplus (l-ll) 

2068.66 

1732.20 

1602.13 

1874.29 

1546.93 

. 



Change in Surplus 


IV) Allocated 

Management & 

General Overheads 

1484.94 

1799.50 

2126.34 

2338.97 

2572.87 

V) Net Surplus (lll-IV) 

583.72 

-67.30 

-524 21 

-464.68 

-1025.94 




Change 

n Net Surplus 

VI) Interest on Loans 

156.45 

120.35 

98.20 

70.73 

46.39 

Net surplus after interest 

427.27 

-193.65 

-622:41 

-535.41 

-1072.33 

VII) Return on Capital 

Employed fb 1 S%/ 1 9 5% 

168.45 

170.20 

244.98 

390.74 

440.71 

VIII) Net Surplus after 

Interest & Return 

258.82 

-363.85 

-867.39 

-926.15 

-1513.04 

Surplus/Shortfall as % 

Average for 2000-01 & 2001-02 

4.65 

-7.06 

-16.59 

-15.44 

-20.33 

-25.22 

Charges for Uptopping 

Net Surplus after Interest & Return 
(With Uptopping Charges) 

% Surplus/Shortfall 

Average for 2000-01 & 2001-02 

396.85 

655.67 

10.99 

214.12 

-149.73 

•2.79 

250.00 

-617.39 

-11.27 

289.00 

-637.15 

-10.13 

289.00 

-1224.04 

-19.46 

-14.80 


** Operating costs for 2000-01 and 01-02 are projected at +10% on 1999-2000 
& 2000-01, except Depreciation. 
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Annex - III 

MARMUGAO PORT TRUST 
FORM III 


A- Coat Statement for Service/Facility General Cargo A Ores (in Lakh Ra.) 



1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-200C 

Without Change 
2000-01 2001-02 

0 Operating Income 






1) Wharfage on Gen.Carao & Ores 

944.41 

874.60 

796.95 

852.02 

852.02 

II) Wharfage on containers 

93.07 

131.62 

142.00 

167.75 

167.75 

ill) Wharfage on phos. Acid 

133.93 

99.99 

120.00 

132.00 

132.00 

Iv) Charges for topping up vessels 

396.85 

214.12 

250.00 

289.00 

289.00 

v) Mlscetaneous 

25.78 

20.48 

23.65 

26.20 

25.20 

Sub total 

1594.04 

134081 

1332.60 

1465.97 

1465.97 

| Increase | 

III) Leases and Rentals 

mmm 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Total (1) 

1504.04 

1340.81 

133260 

1465.97 

1465.97 

B) Operating Coat ** 






a) HammaHage labour 

12.25 

0.08 

26.86 

29 55 

3250 

b) Control & Supervision of 






cargo sheds, staff 

106,53 

137.94 

235.83 

259.41 

285.36 

c) Operation & Malnt. of mobile 






crane, Forklifts 

25.42 

33.75 

31.58 

34.74 

38 21 

d) Expen. on sheds & Wharves 

113.11 

161.64 

112.05 

123.26 

135.58 

e) Admn. & General 

33.01 

49.19 

53.43 

58.77 

64.65 

Sub total ** 

290.32 

382.60 

459.75 

505.73 

556 30 

v) Depreciation 

22.49 

23.41 

29.91 

35.59 

34 28 

ill) FMI-FME 

-31.08 

9.41 

4051 

62.89 

62.89 

- Retirement benefits 

- Ex-gratla paymant/PLB 

- Performance Reward. 

Amounts Included in Item No.lii FMI - FME 

Total (H) 

281.73 

415.42 

530.17 

604.21 

053.47 

N) Surplus (Ml) 

131231 

925.39 

802.43 

861.77 

812.50 







IV) Alocated 

Management & 

General Overheads 

69.73 

87 24 

112.73 

124.00 

136.40 

LMTnic-TrryiinTi^— 

1242.58 

838.15 

689 70 

737.76 

676.10 




Changei 

n Net Surplus ! 

VI) Interest on Loans 






Net surplus after Interest 

1242.58 

838.15 

689.70 

737.76 

676.10 

VII) Return on Capital 

Employed ©18%/19.5% 

122.58 

114.08 

133.75 

160,80 

159.14 

\W) Net Surplus after 

Interest & Return 

in 

724.07 

555.95 

576.97 

510.90 

Surplus/Shortfall aa % 

Average for 2000-01 & 2001-02 

70.26 

54.00 

41.72 

39.36 

37.31 

35.26 

Surplus after Irrt & Return as above 
without charges for Uptopping 

Surplus as above as % 

Average for 2000-01 & 2001-02 

723,15. 

60.40 

509.95 

45.26 

i 

305.95 

28.26 

287.97 

24.47 

21.92 

227.96 

19.37 


** Operating coats for 2000-01 and 2001-02 are projected at +10% and +10% on 
1M0-2000 (RE) and 2000-01 respectively except the element of depreciation. 
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Annex - IV 


MORMUGAO PORT TRUST 
FORM ill 

A. Cost Statement for Service/Facility POL (in Lakh Rs.) 



1997-S8 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

Without Change 

2000-01 

2001-02 

1) Operating income 






i ) Wharfage on P.O.L 

906.38 

813.22 

819 90 

956.89 

956.89 

Sub total 

906 38 

813.22 

819.90 

956 89 

956 89 

Increase 

ili) Leases and Rentals 

Nil 


Nil 

mmm 

Nil 

Total (!) 


■EEE3 

819.90 

956.89 

956.89 







11)1) Operating Cost ** 






a) Direct labour 

8.33 

5.89 

3.10 

3.41 

3 75 


46 22 

55.43 

61.86 

68.05 

74.85 

c) Adm. & Gen 

2 18 

1.77 

1.18 

1 30 1 

1.43 

Sub Total ** 

56.73 

63 09 

66.14 

72.75 

80.03 

v) Depreciation 

4 04 

3.77 

394 

8.28 

8.09 

iii) FMI-FME 

-33 44 

-1336 

1028 

3.79 

3.79 

- Retirement benefits 

- Ex-gratia paymentfPLB 

- Performance Reward 

Amounts included in item No.iii FMI - FME 

Total (II) 

27.33 

48.50 

59.80 

84.82 

91.91 

III) Surplus (Ml) 

879.05 

764.72 

760.10 


864.98 




Change in Surplus 


IV) Allocated 

Management & 

General Overheads 

18.58 

22.77 

22.94 

25 23 

27.76 

V) Net Surplus (lll-IV) 

860 47 

741.95 

737 16 

846.83 

837.22 




Change in Net Surplus 1 

VI) Interest on Loans 



7 



Net surplus after interest 

860.47 

741.95 

737 16 

346.83 

837.22 

VI!) Return on Capital 

Employed @18%/19.5% 

49.68 

47 88 

47.44 

64.35 

65.52 

VIII) Net Surplus after 

Interest & Return 

810,79 

694.07 

689.72 

782 48 

771.70 

Surplus/Shortfall as% 

Average for 2000-01 4 2001-02 

89.45 

85.35 

84.12 

81.77 

81.J 

80.65 

M 


** Operating costs for 2000-01 and 2001-02 are projected at +10% and +10% 
on 1999-2000 (RE) & 2000-01 respectively except the element of depreciation. 
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Annex»V 


MORMUGAO PORT TRUST 
FORM III 

A. Cost Statement for Servlce/Facillty Warehousing (In Lakh Rs.) 



1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

Without Change 
2000-01 2001-02 

With Change 
2000-01 2001-02 

I) Operating Income 








i) Rent for storage of 

15.83 

18.42 

20.00 

24 20 

24.20 

48.40 

48,40 

Subtotal 

15.83 

18 42 

20.00 

24 20 

24.20 

48.40 

48 40 






Increase 

28.40 

28.40 

iii) Leases and Rentals 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Total (1) 

15.83 

18.42 

20.00 

24.20 

24.20 

48.40 

48.40 

II) Operating Cost ** 








a) Expen. of Warehouses 

18.68 

14.74 

0.30 

0.33 

0.30 

0.33 

0.36 

b) Admn. & General Cost 

4.47 

4.26 

0.11 

0.12 

0.13 

0.12 

0.13 

Subtotal ** 

23.15 

19.00 

0.41 

0.45 

0.50 

0.45 

0,50 

v) Depreciation 

7.01 

29.60 

31.17 

32.18 

32.18 

32.18 

32.18 

iii) FMI-FME 

3.77 

5.92 

3.98 

4 39 

4.39 

4.39 

4.39 









- Retirement benefits 

- Ex-gratia payment/PLB 

- Performance Reward. 

Amounts Included in item No.lii FMI - FME 

Total (II) 

33.93 

34.52 

36.36 

37.02 

37.07 

37.02 

37.07 

III) Surplus (Ml) 

-18.10 

-36.10 

-13.56 

-12.82 

-12.87 

11.38 

11.33 




Change in Surplus 


20 94 

26.89 

IV) Allocated 

Management & 

General Overheads 

9.38 

8.62 

4.87 

5.36 

5.89 

5.36 

5.89 

V) Net Surplus (lll-IV) 

-27.48 

-44 72 

■EXE] 

-18 18 

-18 76 

0.02 

5.44 




Change In Net Surplus 

26 45 

25.87 

VI) Interest on Loans 

NIL 

NIL 

NIL 

NIL 

NIL 

NIL 

NIL 

Net surplus after interest 

-27.48 

-44.72 

-20.43 

-18.18 

-18.76 

6.02 

5.44 

VII) Return on Capital 

Employed $18%/19.5% 

346.68 

332.48 

344.79 

377.17 

382.30 

377.17 

382.30 

VIII) Net Surplus after 

Interest A Return 

-374.16 

-377.20 

-365.22 

-395.34 

-401.05 

-371.14 

-376.85 

Surplus/Shortfall as % 

Average for 2000-01 A 2001-02 

-2363.61 

-2047.79 

-1826.12 

-1633.65 

-164 


-766.82 

- 77 ; 

-778.62 

{.72 


“ Operating costs for 2000-01 and 2001 -02 are projected at 10% on 1999-2000( RE) 
and 2000-01 respectively except the element of depreciation. 
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Aonut-yi 

MARMUOAO PORT TRUST 
FORM 10 


A. Cost Statement for 3«rvtc«/FacWty ESTATE RENTALS (In LaKh Rs.) 



1997-96 

1996-99 

1999-2000 

Without Change 
2000-01 2001-02 

1 i! ifi'i; 






Licence fees- Foreshore land 

9.19 

13.45 

15.00 

16.00 

16.00 

Estate ground rent 

WKSB® 

389.42 

572.74 

612.40 

628.91 

Rent on Open Plot 

63.47 

66.06 

90.00 

90.00 

90.00 

Shed Rent 

2.64 

179 

6.00 

6.50 

6.50 

Building Rent 

10.75 

13.44 

16,50 

18.50 

18.50 

Rent from Quarters 

17.74 

18,42 

20.00 

22.00" 

22.00 

Storage charges for 

Containers 

7.50 

6.04 

8.00 

8.00 

8.00 

Miscellaneous Income 

56.99 

36.45 

51.01 


56.02 

Sub total 

344.40 

567.07 

779.25 

829.42 

845.93 






Increase 

iv) Leases and Rentals 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Total (1) 

344.40 

567.07 


829.42 

845.93 

H) Operating Cost ** 



305.25 



a) Residential Quarters 

121.28 

151.70 

73 26 

80 59 

88.64 

b) Accom. For tea stalls 

22.10 

39.72 

10.92 

12.01 

13.21 

c) General facilities 

19.44 

20.84 

9.93 

10.92 

1202 

d) Admn. & Gen. 

39.20 

35.12 

39.25 

43.18 

47.49 

Subtotal ** 

202.02 

247.38 

133.36 

146.70 

161.37 

v) Depreciation 

25.17 

32.63 

35.63 

39.26 

40.14 

iii) FMI-FME 

29.09 

39.10 

34.56 

4959 

49.59 

- Retirement benefits 

- Ex-gratla payment/PLB 

- Performance Reward. 

Amounts Included in item No. ill FMI-FME 

Total (ID 

256.28 

319.11 

203.55 

235.35 

251.10 

ill) Surplus (Ml) 

88.12 

247.96 

575.70 

593.87 

594.83 




1 Change In Surplus 


IV) Allocated 

Management & 

General Overheads 

169 05 

234.34 

i 

258.74 

284.61 

■ 

V) Met Surplus (Ili-iV) 

-80 93 

13.62 

316.96! 

309.26 

i 281.76 



J 

1 Change in Net Surplu 

5 

VI) Interest on Loans 

0,00 

0.00 

I 0.00 

0.00 

000 

Net surplus after Interest 


13.62 


309.26 

281.76 

VII) Return on Capital 

Employed ®1B%/19.5% 

346.50 

349,31 

410.03 

482.70 

502.55 

VIII) Net Surplus after 

Interest & Return 

-427.43 

-335,69 

-93.07 

-173.44 

-220.79 

Surplus/Shortfall as % 

Average for 2000-01 & 2001-02 

-124.11 

-59.20 

-11.94 

-20.91 

-23.51 

-26.10 

VIM) Net Surplus after 

Interest & Return 
lease rent from WISL/ABG 
Surplus/Deficit w/o WISL/ABG 
Surplus/Deficit as % 

Average of 2000-01 & 2001-02 

-427.43 

-335.69 

-93.07 

474.00 

-567.07 

-185.77 

-173.44 

324.00 

-497.44 

-98.42 

-220.79 

324.00 

-544.79 

-104.38 

-101.40 


Operating costs for 2000-01 and 2001-02 are projected at 10% on 1999-2000 (RE) 
and 2000-01 respectively except the element of depreciation. 
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The existing Scale of Rates and statement of conditions 
of the Mormugao Port Trust are amended to the extent detailed 
below: 

jtgnL fl p J 


PART - II SECTION-A. 
WHARFAGE 
1. BULK CARGOES 


UNIT : TONNE 


Sr. 

No. 

Commodity 

Import/Export 

Rate 

Rs. Ps. 

34. 

GOODS NOT 
ELSWHERE 

OTHERWISE 

— 1 

SPECIFIED 

30.00 


Item No.2 

PART - II, SECTION-A. 
WHARFAGE* 

IRON ORES AND PELLETS 
4. Exported through MOHP at Barth No.9 


Sr. 

No. 

Description of goods 

Import/ Export 

Rate per tonne or part thereof 
Rs. Ps. 

A. 

Iron Ore 

64.40 

B. 

Iron Ore Pellets 

68.89 @ 



118.45# 



125.35$ 


* ALSO TERMED AS ‘HANDLING CHARGES' 

Note: 5 @ I) Rs.68.89 per tonne or part thereof shall be leviable 

during the period June to August each year for 
handling Iron Ore pellets. 

# II) Rs. 118,45 per tonne or part thereof shall be 

leviable during the period fair season beginning 
from Sept, to May for traffic of Iron ore pellets other 
than Coastal (for export shipment only). 
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$ III) Rs. 125.35 per tonne or part thereof shall be leviable 
during the fairseason, beginning from September 
to May for coastal traffic of Iron ore pellets through 
the Port. 

Note: 6 The charges for primary loading and uptopplng or iron ore 
through transhlppers shall be collected from the 
transhlpper vessel owners @ Rs.5.40 per tonne and 
Rs.2.70 per tonne respectively. 

(The above rates were agreed upon by both the parties 
through consent terms before the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
of India during September 1996.) 


Item No.3 


PART - H, SECTION - A 
WHARFAGE 

5. BREAK BULK CARGOES 


Sr. Description 

No. 

EXPORTS: — - 

7. Items not specified elsewhere 

Rate 

Advtilorem % on CIF 
value 

IMPORTS: 

4. Item s not specified elsewhere 0 20 


Rate 

Advalorem % oil FOB 
value 


0.20 


Item No. 4 


PART - II, SECTION - B 
CONTAINER TRAFFIC 

NOTE: 


1. There shall, be no shifting charge for shifting of containers due 
to reasons not attributable to the users. 

2. Maximum time limit prescribed for storage charges for 
abandoned ‘FCL containers’, 'Shipper owned containers’ and 
‘Other than shipper owned containers’ will be two (2) months 
only. 
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Item No. 5 

PART - II, SECTION - C 

STORAGE CHARGES AT SHEDS, WAREHOUSES AND 

WHARVES. 

(A) STORAGE SHEDS AND TRANSIT SHEDS 


^ o ’ Description 

T Rent for shed space occupied In Insured sheds. 

2. Rent for shed space occupied in non-lnsured sheds. 


Rate * 
Rs. 
240/ 
180/- 


* PER 10 M 2 OR PART THEREOF FOR A PERIOD OF 10 DAYS OR PART 

THEREOF. 


MQIEi 

H. a) Following free days allowed while charging shed rent as 
mentioned at Items 1 and 2 above for each shipment. The 
free days exclude Sundays, Customs notified holidays and 
Port's non-operating days and period of storage Is reckoned 
from the actual day of receipt of goods or day of allotment of 
space. 

Free days : Import - 03 days 

Export - 07 days 

NOTE (vl II) is deleted. 


B) GROUND RENT / DEMURRAGE 


Sr. 

Description 

Rate 


No. 


Rs. 


1. 

Ground rent for 

10/- 

Over 6 to 10 days per 50 kgs. 


explosives or other 
dangerous goods. 


or part thereof per day. 



12/- 

Over 11 to 15 days per 50 kgs. 
or part thereof per day. 



16/- 

Beyond 15 days per 50 kgs. or 
part thereof per day. 


MOTE TO ITEM (B). 

b. Free days under Item (8) shall be reckoned as 6 working days 
excluding Sundays, Customs notified holidays and Port’s non¬ 
operating days after complete discharge of vessels cargo or the 
day when the last package was discharged. 


166601 / 2000-10 
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PART - III, SECTION - A 

L-BSl!tT.^Ji. PP£N P - IO .T 3 


Sr Description Rate* 

No. Rs. Ps. 


1. 

Rent on plots for storing 

84.00 

At Mormugao harbour 


rnercha^ncttse. 


Vasco (excluding 

Balna), Vasco bay 

foreshore continuous 




to Vasco Bay, land 
adjacent thereto at 
general Wharf level. 

II. 

- do - 

58.67 

At Mormugao 

Headland slopes and 
Balna. 

lil. 

- do - 

14.67 

For land beyond 

Mormugao Municipal 

limits. 


* (RATE PER 10 M* OR PART THEREOF FOR A PERIOD OP 10 DAYS OR PART THEREOF) 

LICENCE FpS ON PORT LAND FOR OFFICE BUILDING 
ANb OTHER STRUCTURES 


Sr. 

No. 

Description 

Rate** 

■ Rs. 


(1). 

Licence f,ee on Port land for 
maintaining office bldgs, and 
other structures. 

292/- 

At Mormugao Harbour 
and Vasco at general 
Wharf level. 

(II). 

- do - 

232/- 

Mormugao, Headland 

Slopes and Balna. 


“RATE f'PR 10 M 2 OR PART THEREOF PER CALENDAR MONTH OR PART 

THEREOF. 


ti- C/TE: 

1 t . In case the land Is used for building structures for residential 
purpose, for which approval of the Board Is to be obtained, the rate 
at Mormugao Harbour (MRH) and Vasco at general Wharf level - 
Rs. 292/- per 10 sq.m, or part thereof per calendar month or part 
thereof. 

2. In case the land is licensed for building structures for residential 
purpose, for which approval of the Board Is to be obtained, the rate 
at Mormugao, Headland slopes and Balna - Rs.232/- per 10 sq.m, 
or part thereof per calender month or part thereof. 
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IL^CHARQES FOR OCCUPATION OF FORESHORE LAND 


Sr. 


Rate 


No. 

Description 

Rs. Ps 


1. 

For the purpose of carrying out 

250.00 

Per 108q.m. or 


launch/barge repairs or any other 


part thereof per 


Industry at Vasco bay. 


calendar month or 
part thereof. 

II. 

For locating barge building/repair 
workshop or any other industry 
beyond Vasco Bay upto the Port 
limits. 

43.50 

- do - 

ill. 

Licence fee for utilisation of the 
area falling within the regulatory 
limits of the Port, 
a) For commercial purpose. 

30.00 

Per sq.m, subject 
to minimum of 




Rs.10,000/- once 
In respect of one 
utilisation. 


b) For non-commercial purpose. 

20.00 

Per sq.m, subject 
to minimum of 




Rs.2,000/- once In 
respect of one 
utilisation. 


Ham NOl.7 




III. WAY LEAVE CHARGES 


Sr. No. Description 


Rate* 




Rs. 


i) Way leave chargee for areas at Mormugao 300/- 
Harbour, Vasco da Gama. 


10 Way leave chargee for areas at Mormugao 100/- 

Headland slopes and Baina. 

Ill) Way leave charges for land beyond Morrrtugao 25/- 

Munlclpal limit. 

NOTE: Area for this purpose be arrived at taking into aocount the 
external diameter of the pipeline plus 30 (thirty) centimeters 
as working apace as the width and length of the pipeline. 


* 


Per 10 sq.m, or part thereof per calendar month or part 
thereof. 
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■tom No, 3 

Tha following notes common to all sections in the Scale of 
Rates and statement of conditions of the Mormugao Port Trust 
are Incorporated: 

1. The user shall pay penal Interest @ 24% per annum on 
delayed payments. 

2. Likewise, the Port Trust shall pay penal interest ® 24% 
per annum on delayed refunds. 

3. The delay In refunds will be counted only 20 days from 
the date of completion of services or on production of all 
the documents required from the user, whichever is 
later. 

4. For purposes of billing, rounding off will be to the 
nearest rupee on the grand total of each bill and not on 
each Item In the bill. 


Item No. 9 . 


The following general note is Inserted under Part - I - Vessel 
Related Charges: 

“A concession of 25% will be allowed on vessel related 
charges on vessels of size 1,60,000 DWT and above. The 
concession scheme will continue upto 31 December 2000 
subject to further review". 


Prirted by the Manager, Govt of IndkPnw, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New DalhJ-110064 
and Pubtiehed by tha Controller of Publication*, Defld-110034 — 3000 




